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THE BAGHDAD OBSERVER HAS TRANSLATED 
THESE ARTICLES AS THEY WERE PUBLISHED IN 
AL-THAWRA DAILY. THE DIRECTORATE GENERAL 
OF INFORMATION HAS ISSUED THE TRANSLATION 
IN THIS BOOK. 


(Following is the text of the editorial of Al-Thawra 
daily of Baghdad of Sunday last in the series of articles 
published by the paper under the above heading. The 
Baghdad Observer will be translating the whole series 
as they appear in Al-Thawra). 


What is happening in the area now? What future 
is being prepared or planned for it? What is going to 
happen in the forthcoming days? What are the factors 
and forces which can have decisive or effective 
influence upon the course of events and the image 
of the future? 


Throughout all this, what is the position of the 
revolution in the Iraqi region? What is its role? 
And what are its responsibilities? 


These questions have ceased to be the exclusive 
interest of the concerned or well-informed minority. 
They have become at present a general state under- 
gone by the masses, as well as the vanguard or the 
higher circles. These questions are to be found 
everywhere, and on every mouth. 


The main cause behind this state is the general 
and suffocating crisis which has dominated the areas 
five and a half years ago, i.e., since June 1967, 
It has been one of the longest and gravest crises in 
the contemporary history of the area, and in fact, 
in the whole of contemporary history. 


What has increased this tense situation, and 
consequently the degree of urgency and anxiety in 
these questicns at present, has been the fact that the 
area is currently witnessing curious happenings, open 
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and secret activities and moves, simultaneously clear 
and vague, direct and indirect; as well as contradictory 
statements, and a tremendous wave of forecasts and 
expectations, all of which indicate that grave matters 
are being cooked at present, and that fateful events 
are about to occur tomorrow, or the day after. 


The end of the war in Vietnam has undisputedly 
turned the Arab area into the most tense area in the 
world, as well as the most complicated. While U.S. 
imperialism had supported the Zionist aggression with 
tremendous political economic and military resources, 


during its involvement in the expensive aggression in 
Vietnam, it is bound now, when guns have become 


silent on the Vietnam front, to transfer much of its 
political, military and economic efforts and resources, 
to our area, in order to achieve its aggressive impe- 
rialist aims. 


The vital point in the whole issue is the manner 
of facing the imperialist, the Zionist aggression against 
our Nation and our land — that chronic aggression 
which assumed on June 1967 a very dangerous and 
humiliating form. 


While circumstances in the past years had provided 
many opportunities for some people to postpone the 
adoption of decisions, and try to alleviate the anxiety 
and anger of the masses, it is now certain and obvious 
that the forthcoming phase will not have room for 
such a game. A clear-cut and definite decision must 
be taken. 


In such a matter as this, there can be only two 
alternatives: either struggle against aggression, and 
achievement of complete victory, or at least a certain 
and acceptable amount of victory over the aggressors; 
or acceptance of aggression and compromise with 
the aggressors in one form or another. In fact, these 
two alternatives are entirely divergent and contradic- 


tory. 


There have been attempts in the past, and still are, 
at working out a formula combining the two solutions : 
a bit of struggle, or pretension of struggle, together 
with the search for a settlement formula amounting in 
essence to acceptance of, and capitulation to aggres- 
sion. There has been, in. many of these attempts a 
great deal of skill and subtlety, and they have been 
actually able to lull substantial sections of the masses. 
But the glaring actual facts, and the experience of 
the past years, have weakened these attempts, alth- 
ough we do not think that they have been finally done 
with. There is still a great illusion, dominating the minds 
of many people, and a hope to which they have clung 
in order to extricate themselves from the deadly 


impasse. 


But the major problems in the lives of nations are 
not solved by illusions, nor by illusioned people. 
There has to be a clear-path forged out of the facts 
of life. In order to arrive at this clear-cut path, we 
should make a total and discerning review of all the 
alternatives which have been put forth, ever since the 
defeat and up to the present moment, and to which 
various Arab quarters have clung. We should also 
make a review of the miserable years which had elap- 
sed without the Arab governments being able to 
proceed along the correct path: 


1. THE PEACEFUL SOLUTION: 

After more than five months of the imperialist- 
Zionist aggression of June 5, 1967, the Security Council 
passed its well known resolution on November 22, and 
appointed the Swedish diplomat Gunnar Jarring as 
U.N. mediator for following up its implementation. 


Many Arab politicians thought that this decision 
was the way out of the impasse, and that all efforts 
should be concentrated on its implementation. On the 
basis of this assumption they built their political, 
military and economic plans. 


In order to examine the degree of fault or accuracy 
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in these assessments, whether concerning past expe- 
rience or future developments, we should go back to 
the aforementioned resolution and analyse its motives 
and significance, as well as the chances of its imple- 
mentation. 


1. On the fifth of June 1967, the Zionist entity 
perpetrated military aggression against three Arab 
countries, members of the U.N.O., and occupied parts 
of their internationally recognised territories. 


It was natural for the international community — 
including the imperialist states themselves — to 
express, THEORETICALLY, displeasure at this act... 
Such was the LEGAL basis of the resolution. 


2. But, while the international community has 
reached a stage of civilisation, in which it has rejected, 
THEORETICALLY, the occupation of foreign territory 
by military force, it has not ACTUALLY got, the capabi- 
lity, through the U.N.O. and its institutions, to translate 
this rejection into effective and deterrent executive 
measures. Those who had consented to the resolution, 
among the supporters of the aggressors, knew this fact 
beforehand, and it was on this basis that they supported 
the resolution and may, even formulated its very words. 


Otherwise, they would not have formulated and suppor- 
ted the resolution. 


3. The Security Council resolution has accomp- 
lished two very important gains for the Zionist enemy. 
FACTUALLY, the resolution did not affect the reality 
of occupation, as proved by the past years, and 
LEGALLY (so to express it) the Zionist enemy has 
obtained from the international community as well as 
from those Arab countries which supported the resolu- 
tion, a recognition of its unlawful presence in Palestine 
and its usurpation of Arab land, even those transcend- 
ing the partition resolution, as well as its acquirement 
of new frontiers, I.e., an additional area of land, which 
is the practical interpretation of the term “secured 
borders” mentioned in the resolution. 
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This aspect of the resolution has reflected the 
far-sightedness of the imperialist legislators who had 
formulated it, with the backing of world Zionism 
naturally. Those legislators had taken account of the 
worst possibilities which may face the Zionist aggres- 
sion against the Arabs at present or in the future; 
and they had laid down those terms as a precaution. 


The Security Council resolution ensures for the 
Zionist aggressors, at worst, very important gains. 
In the meantime, it has not imposed upon them fact- 
ually, any commitment of relinquishing their post- 
aggression positions. Thus, it would be impossible for 
the enemy to “volunteer” to carry out the resolution. 
There had never been an instance, whether in old or 
contemporary history, when occupiers had ‘‘voluntee- 
red’ to give up their aggression. Occupiers and aggres- 
sors, in the past and present, have not relinquished 
their aggression and occupation unless faced by cer- 
tain circumstances compelling them in one way or 
another, to retreat. The Zionist enemy, like all other 
aggressors, will not agree to carry out the Security 
Council resolution, unless faced by new circumstances 
threatening a restoration of the position preceding the 
1967 aggression, or even worse, or else, unless compel- 
led to sustain more losses than it can afford to, as a 
result of its continued aggression. Only then would 
the enemy “cling” to the decision because of the 
“legal” and ‘material’ advantages it affords it, exceed- 
ing those it had before the aggression. Up to now, 
there has not appeared in the Arab or international 
arena, any factor compelling the Zionist enemy to take 
such a stand. Thus, the ‘peaceful solution” in its 
simple form — i.e., the implementation of the Security 
Council resolution through diplomatic action within the 
framework of the U.N.O. — is nothing but an illusion 


Among the expectations to which many Arab 
politicians have clung in the past years, and are still 
clinging, up to the present moment, is that of “the 
U.S.A. and other Western countries intervening to 
persuade or compel the Zionist enemy to withdraw... 
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and implement the Security Council resolution! 


How much realism, or likelihood is there in such. 
an expectation?! 


1. States, whether old or modern, have never 
moved in one direction or other under the influence of 
“principles of abstract justice’, especially if such a 
move required exceptional efforts, and possibly losses 
incurred by the concerned state and its ruling class. 
The basic motive for the states’ attitudes has been 
their supreme interests, or to put it more accurately, 
the interests of their ruling classes and groups. 


In the U.S.A. and other Western countries, it is 
not idealist students who rule, nor pious clergymen, 
nor poets dreaming of truth and beauty, nor workers 
searching for justice, but the manufacturers, bankers, 
merchants, generals and the politicians associated with 
them. Those people are primarily interested in obtaining 
raw materials for industry, dispensing their surplus: 
money, and gaining huge profits. 


In order for the U.S.A. or any Western state. to 
move in one direction or another, in connection with 
the so-called ‘‘Middle East Crisis”, this move is bound 
to be associated with the obtainment of new interests 
or the protection of those already existing, 


Certain Arab politicians, especially “friends”: 
of the U.S.A. together with their mouthpieces among 
writers and journalists, have rightly stated that the 
interests of the U.S-A. and the Western countries lie in 
the Arab countries and not in the occupied “land of 
Palestine’ upon which the Zionist entity is based. 
We agree that... The Arab countries have got oil, 
which has: become at present the most important and 
vital ‘‘commodity” in the world, because of its formid- 
able military and political dimensions, in addition to its 
growing economic qualities. In these countries there 
are also fabulous amounts of money greedily looking 
for consumer goods and investment fields; as well as 


8 


territories, seas, gulfs and straits of considerable strate- 
gical value and decisive significance for the world 
conflict at present and in the future, and despite all 
developments in the fields of armament and commu- 
nications. 


But “friends” of the U.S.A. among politicians 
and their representative writers and journalists have 
inferred from this fact a conclusion contradictory to its 
nature, and historical course, which we had already 
perceived and come into direct touch with, 
in our previous experience. This conclusion amounts 
to the following: The U.S.A. and the Western countries 
are bound to “‘discover’” this fact some day (as though 
they were not actually aware of it!); and then, they 
will “abandon” their “involvement” in supporting Israel, 
that involvement which is caused by the Zionists’ crafty 
schemes and vile manipulations, and then they will 
turn over into ‘‘cooperation with the Arabs’. 


This wretched theory has served as the basis for 
the attempts at turning to the U.S.A. for pressure upon 
Israel to withdraw and implement the Security Council 
resolution. It has been the source of “inspiration” for 
certain Arab Information media, and the axis for a 
great deal of their ‘activities’. 


3. In order to get to the reality of this “theory”, 
we should grasp the reality of the U.S. and Western 
drive to the Arab area, and its historical course. 


Throughout the First World War and later, Britain 
occupied Iraq, Palestine and the so-called Transjordan, 
while France occupied Syria and Lebanon. Under this 
occupation, military bases were established, and our 
economic resources — petroleum, cotton, etc., — were 
drained. Our territory was used in the military conflict 
with Germany, and also in the cold war against the 
Soviet Union, following the Second World War. Within 
the framework of this colonialist relationship forced 
upon us by the Western powers, and under its auspices, 
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the Zionist entity was established in the Arab land of 
Palestine. 


4. The question which we should always put forth 
is the following: Why did the Western powers help 
in establishing the Zionist entity ? 


The politicians and writers associated, ideologically 
and by virtue of their interests, with the imperialist 
West, together with some shallow-minded people, be- 
lieve that it was the “legendary” or ‘“‘magical” resources 
possessed by the Jews throughout the world that have 
enabled them to “push” the great world powers 
to help the Jews establish the ‘“‘state of Israel’ and 
support them in its consolidation and development and 
the perpetration of continued aggression against the 
Arabs; and that this has been directed against the 
Interests of those big powers. In this concern stories 
and events are related, few of which are true, but 
most of which are fabulous and fabricated by the very 
Zionist propaganda organs. 


In order to ascertain the truth of the matter, we 
should cast a quiet glance at the rise of Zionism and 
its alliances up to the present moment. 


Zionism igs undoubtedly a strong and energetic 
world movement, with qualities and aims relatively 
distinct from those of similar trends. BUT IN WHAT 
WOMBS DID ZIONISM ARISE ? 


The special association between the Jews scat- 
tered over numerous communities, had been an age- 
old phenomenon. Their negative attitude to those 
professing other religions, as well as the attitude of 
the latter towards them, had been a well known fact. 
But Zionism as a creed and a movement arose only 
in the nineteenth century, which represents the begin- 
ning of the era of imperialism. Hence, it was a move- 
ment which arose in the era of imperialism. This is 
not just a striking historical coincidence, but a fact of 
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grave significance. Zionism could only have arisen 
in such an era, with its political, economic and ideolo- 
gical conditions. All events and experience have proved 
that it is EXISTENTIALLY LINKED UP with imperialism, 
and that its course has been shifting with the shift 
of imperialist centres, and have been practically follow- 


ing the same path. 


As to the differences or contradictions between 
the methods and interests of Zionism and those of one 
or another imperialist state, they are only natural. 
The experience of mankind has proved that imperialism 
and all the movements and trends deriving from it, 
have had a common essence, but with various forms 
and methods. Contradictions between imperialist states 
may reach a dangerous point, such as war, as was the 
case in the First and Second World Wars, but they are 
all agreed on the same objective, namely, domination 
over peoples and plunder of their resources. 


The racist Zionist movement aspiring to usurp 
foreign territory and build a special state, was viewed 
by imperialism as a useful instrument for carrying out 
part of its policy and ensuring some of its interests. 
Had it not been for this fact, it would have been abso- 
lutely impossible for a “Jewish” movement to obtain 
the help of “Christian” communities in the establish- 
ment of a Jewish home, at the same time when Chris- 
tianity views itself as a transcendence and abolition of 
Judaism ! 


During the nineteenth century, and at the outset 
of the twentieth century, Britain and France had the 
greatest colonial empires in the world. They had the 
greediest designs on the Arab Homeland and occupied 
important positions there, as well as, the whole Arab 
Maghreb — Egypt — the Sudan — the Gulf — South 
of the Arab Peninsula —, and looked forward to the 
occupation of the remaining parts in the grip of the 
tottering Ottoman Sultanate. The establishment of a 
‘Jewish State” allied to the West in Palestine, did not 
run counter to the interests and plans of imperialist 
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Britain and France, but in fact accorded fully with 
them. This state could become a secure base for them 
in an area which was not absolutely secure; and could 
also be employed as an instrument for guarding their 
interests and a spearhead for suppressing any moves 
endangering these interests. 


On the other hand, there is gold, oil and large 
territories for cotton planting in Palestine, and Britain 
and France had nothing to lose by turning it over to 
the Jews. Meanwhile, these two powers would get 
rid of the Jewish troubles inside them, and throughout 
the whole of Europe, and the careerist bourgeois poli- 
ticians would obtain material, electoral, moral, and 
other gains out of the Jews living there. 


It was really an integral compact, concluded 
between the Zionist offspring a land which they did 
not own and from which they extracted no profits, while 
the Zionist offspring pledged to serve their parents 
perpetually. The only negative outcome of this whole 
compact would be the Arabs ineffective anger'... 


The compact had retained its validity for both sides, 
and only trivial problems arose between some fanatic 
and impatient Zionists; on the one hand, and the 
British administration on the other, during the British 
Mandate on Palestine. Britain had been careful to 
establish a balance between its plan for setting up 
the Zionist entity, and its plan for taming the angry 
Arabs. 


When the hour struck for the end of the British 
Mandate in Palestine, the ‘State of Israel’’ was proc- 
laimed on May 15, 1948. Some people ask: Had not 
the imperialist states realised that their support of 
Zionism would lead to Arab resentment against them, 
and consequently create a threat to their interests in 
the area? This is not a main question at all. Those who 
have been posing it for several decades now and up 
to the present moment, have thrown themselves into 
the arms of the imperialist states, but have found 
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themselves in an embarrassing situation, due to the 
relation between these states and the Zionist entity, 
and to the sharp reactions created among the masses 
by this entity and its continued aggression, in which 
those people have fallen by striking a deal with the 
allies of the enemies of their people and religion, 
especially since they have been vociferously peddling 
in religion, for the protection of their thrones and 
interesis- 


When those people pose this question, they pre- 
sume that the Arab people would have consented to 
the perpetuity of imperialist interests; and that only 
the rise of the Zionist entity and the support accorded 
it by ihe imperialist states, have aroused the Arabs’ 
anger and ignited their struggle against these interests. 
By posing such questions, those people are only voi- 
cing their miserable hope for the undisturbed continua- 
tion of imperialist domination. But they have forgotten 
that the Arab people had revolted against the French 
and British imperialists even before the Balfour Declara- 
tion and before the rise of the state of the Zionist 
entity (the Arabs’ revolution in Egypt, the people’s 
risings in the Arab Maghreb, the 1919—1920, and 1925 
revolutions in Egypt, Iraq, Syria and elsewhere). The 
rise of this state had deepened their resolve upon fight- 
ing and gave them more incentives. 


This fact was realised by the British and French 
imperialists, and was among the main reasons for 
their promotion of the establishment of the Zionist 
entity. The subsequent experiences have proved that 
the struggle for liberation and for unity and progress, 
although acquiring a new and powerful incentive after 
the rise of the Zionist entity, has become, nevertheless. 
many times more difficult and complicated. This has 
been exactly the aim of imperialism, in the past, present 
and future, in its support of the Zionist entity and its 
aggression. 


The course of the relations between Zionism and 
the various imperialist states has been demonstrated 
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by the reality of its existential connection with impe- 
rialism. When Britain and France were the only imperia- 
list states in the Arab area, and when they stood in 
the front ranks of the imperialist camp, their relations 
with Zionism as a movement and with its entity in our 
occupied land, has been very close and on a high 
level, while the relations of Zionism and its entity with 
the other imperialist states, including the U.S.A., were 


less strong. 


In the fifties, when the vital interests of Britain and 
France were seriously endangered by the national 
revolutions and uprisings in the Arab West and East, 
the alliance between these two imperialist states and 
the Zionist entity and their movement reached its apex. 
They all perpetrated, in combination, their aggression 
against Egypt in 1956, while the U.SA,, greatly eager 
to inherit them in the area, adopted a crafty stand, 
aimed at utilising the outcome of the conflict for its 
own interests. 


Following the French exit from Algeria and the 
shrinkage of its colonial empire, and the tangible chan- 
ges in the old French colonialist policy towards the 
Arab countries, as a result of the defeat of those poli- 
cies, and the far-sightedness of General De Gaulle, 
French-Zionist relations were gradually diminished. At 
the present phase, France is no longer in need of an 
“armed outpost” for protecting its interests in the 
area. The new conditions have compelled it to re-shape 
these interests in a new form gradually departing from 
the colonialist style, and approaching the mercantile 
style. This has signified, among other things, the 
“reduction” of the old relations with the Zionist entity 
into an “ordinary level’. 


When the June aggression occurred, without the 
Zionists succeeding in subjugating the entire Arab 
Nation, France found out that its interests in the new 
conditions demanded a stand distinct from that of the 
U.S.A. and Britain. It stopped its arms supplies 
to the Zionist entity, and developed its relations with 
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the Arabs, reaping out considerable gains from this 
policy. France’s leader, General De Gaulle, had an 
important part throughout all this. 


The experience of the French-Zionist relations has 
demonstrated a definite fact of great importance, 
namely, that the relations between any great power 
and Zionism will develop and grow stronger with the 
intensification of the imperialist nature of that power, 
and reversely, will grow weaker and diminish into an 
ordinary level, with the weakening of the imperialist 
nature of that state. 


Out of examining the experience of the French- 
Zionist relations, we may understand the nature of the 
relations between Zionism on the one hand, and 
Britain, West Germany and other imperialist states, 
on the other. 


Britain, which had given the Jews the Balfour 
Declaration, was the first champion of the establish- 
ment of the Zionist entity, and joined it openly in the 
military aggression against Egypt in 1956, has started 
gradually occupying a secondary place in its support 
for Israel. This has been achieved when it came to 
be a second-rate imperialist power in a final manner 
and on all fronts. 


It has been clearly observed that, for several years 
now, it has been trying to follow a crafty policy ensur- 
ing, on the one hand, a privileged position on the impe- 
rialist camp — this calling for continued support for the 
Zionist entity in order for the latter to contribute by 
its own methods to the protection of the remaining 
British interests in the area — and on the other hand, 
ensuring the possibility of reshaping its relations with 
the area countries, as a precaution against the unpre- 
dictable future dangers, following its loss of a 
great part of its sharp teeth which it had savagely used 
in the past to protect these interests. This has required 
the simulation of a lesser degree of partiality to the 
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Zionist entity and its aggression, than that of the 
U.S.A. 


As to West Germany, it has played, ever since ils 
establishment after the Second World War, the role 
of an energetic agent of U.S: imperialism. When the 
latter became the main supporter and protector of the 
Zionist entity, it instructed West Germany to carry out 
its share of this support. 


It is a certain fact that the reshaping of relations 
between France and the Zionist entity, and also bet- 
ween the latter and Britain, in their present form, has 
not come as a result of the “commendable” efforts 
exerted by the reactionary Arab politicians associated, 
by virtue of their ideology and interest, with the impe- 
rialist West. Neither their statements, nor their visits 
to London and Paris, nor their lackey’s articles on 
Zionism and its crafty manipulations, nor their futile 
appeals for protecting the ‘holy sepulchre” from the 
“Zionist Vermin’, nor all other efforts and activities 
which they are still carrying out at present — neither 
of these were the factors which ‘removed the mist” 
from the eyes of the politicians in the Elysee’s and 
10 Downing Street, caused them to act more wisely 
in connection with this question and have a better 
judgement” of the manner of protecting their interests. 


The main factor which has caused France to turn 
from a first-rate supporter of the Zionist entity into a 
semi-neutral position, and caused Britain to turn into 
a second-rate supporter, was the victorious struggle 
waged by our Arab people in the East and West, 
against those two senile empires, and in the course 
of which they offered millions of martyrs, resulting in 
the end, together with the victorious struggle of the 
other oppressed peoples, in the dethronement of those 
two colonial empires, and their reduction into ordinary- 
sized big powers, compelled in fact of the realities of 
the present epoch, to reshape their interests and old 
methods. 
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Hence, it would be futile to think that skillful’ 
“diplomatic’”’ methods would be able to push one or 
another Western power in a direction not closely linked 
up with their basic interests. The only method capable 
of moving these states to adopt a clear-cut and resolute 
stand towards the events of the Arab area is earnest 
and effective action compelling these states to “re- 
shape”’ their interests in the area again and conse- 
quently, adopt another stand. 


Up to now, the less imperialist Western states, or 
those less associated with imperialist policy, had only 
expressed their “‘anxiety” in connection with the explo- 
sive situation in the Middle East, and demanded the 
implementation of the Security Council resolution in 
order to establish “peace” and “stability”, for the prot- 
ection of their interests. But they have not taken any 
resolute stand against the Zionist enemy. They have not 
boycotted it politically, militarily or economically (only 
France has boycotted it militarily). and that for the 
simple reason that their basic interests—even at 
these restless conditions —are still proceeding well, 
although not absolutely secure; and in fact, some of 
these interests are expanding and thriving. Another 
reason is that the Arab reaction to the Zionist aggres- 
sion has not assumed yet a degree compelling any one 
of them, or all of them together, to adopt a stand going 
beyond “anxiety” and the polite demand for implemen- 
tation of the security Council resolution. 


If such have been the limitations of the hopes 
pinned upon the west European states to adopt a 
new and effective stand vis-a-vis the Zionist entity, 
whose states include ones whose imperialist nature 
has begun to shrink, others which have occupied 
second-rate positions in the imperialist ranks, still 
others which act as energetic agents for Imperialism, 
in addition to others which are too weak to have any 
significance whatsoever - how “fruitful” and “serious” 
then are those hopes pinned by some Arab politicians 
upon their visits, messages, meetings and arguments 
with the U.S.A., leader of the world imperialism, to 
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take an “equitable” and ‘wise’ stand on the Arab 
issue?! 


In order to understand things correctly and without 
any illusions we should recall some basic facts: 


1— By virtue of the existential relation between 
imperialism and Zionism — their relation we have 
already described in a previous article — the relation 
between Zionism and the U.S.A., as leader of world 
imperialism, |S BOUND TO BE VERY CLOSE AND ON 
THE HIGHEST LEVEL. 


2— U.S. imperialism is not only the leader of world 
imperialism. but also THE LEADER OF IMPERIALISM 
IN THE ARAB AREA. U.S. imperialist interests in the 
Arab countries are at present the biggest and largest 
imperialist interests. This fact has presupposed a 
“special” relationship between U.S. imperialism and 
Zionism and its aggressive entity in the Arab land. 


3— The real U.S. interests in the Arab area are 
not among those which can be dispensed with in the 
present world, such as extensive agricultural areas 
military bases with no longer any strategical value. and 
raw materials of secondary importance which can be 
obtained by commercial methods. U.S. interests in the 
Arab area are PRIMARILY, SOURCES OF POWER (OIL 
AND GAS FIELDS), the interests that are of the type 
which cannot be dispensed with by any civilized coun- 
try in the present world, especially big powers. Other- 
wise their life would come to a standstill and their 
military potential would be paralysed. 


While the U.S-A. had been in the past the forem- 
ost country in power production, and was able, in 
spite of being its greatest consumer, to export its 
surplus output abroad, and had consequently, viewed 
its oil interests in the Arab area as of primarily comm- 
ercial, and secondarily strategical value, at present, it 
has come to view its oil and gas interests in the Arab 
area in a radically different manner. These latter inter- 
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ests have developed into a Number One strategical 
material, fatefully linked up with the continuance of 
its vitality and the effectiveness of its military power. 


This extremely important fact has required an unp- 
recedented type of relations between the U.S.A and the 
Zionist entity. 


Any view isolating the U.S. stand from the afore- 
mentioned facts, especially those concerning the power 
questions, would be a shallow one, immersed in illusi- 
ons. 


We have come across an alarming phenomenon 
in the Arab situation, namely, that many politicians, 
“thinkers” and journalisis, have tended to disregard 
these facts, especially those concerning the power 
question, which is being discussed in wide an sensa- 
tional manner by the U.S. political, economic and 
journalistic circles! Without any intention of attacking 
anybody, we assert that such an attitude is not an out- 
come of “ignorance” or “lack of information’. Those 
who take this attitude are the closest people to the 
U.S.A. with the widest contacts with the Americans and 
the greatest interest in U.S. press. 


The shift of the basic Zionist centres of influence 
from London and Paris to Washington, and the trans- 
ition of political, economic and military guardianship 
of the Zionist entity from France and Britain to the U.S. 
has not come about by chance, and has not been 
an outcome of the crafty Zionist manipulations, not of 
the weakness of U.S. leaders in face of the allurements 
and threats of Zionism, nor of their dishonourable 
inter-relations. This development in the relation between 
Zionism and its entity on one hand, and U.S. imperia- 
lism on the other, has come about when the U.S.A. 
came to be the leading imperialist power in the world, 
as well as the leading imperialist power in the Middle 
East area. This is the central reason, and all other 
reasons, even if real ones, are only of secondary imp- 
ortance. 
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If it was true that Britain and France, who had 
directly occupied many Arab countries, and had their 
armies bases and treaties installed there, with the rul- 
ing classes of those countries closely associated with 
them, and some rulers openly installed by France or 
Britain — if it wastrue that those two powers had 
found out, since the beginning of this century and even 
following its middle, that they were in need of the 
Zionist entity, for protecting their interests in the area 
and their positions there, within the framework of the 
world conflict, how much then, would be the U.S. req- 
uirement for it, in view of the fact that the U.S.A. has 
only arrived lately in the area, without having there, 
in the beginning any treaties, armies, bases and rulers 
acting om its orders? 


The general features of U.S. imperialism have 
been different from those of the old British and French 
colonialism. The U.S.A. has risen as an economic poli- 
tical and military colossus, without having any of the 
old-type colonies, which Britain and France had. Hen- 
ce, its peculiar position and highly developed political, 
economic and military resources have compelled and 
enabled it to originate its own peculiar imperialist 
methods, those methods which have come to be termed 
as “neo-colonialism”. A basic and outstanding feature 
of this form of colonialism is that it is careful not to be 
openly present in the way the old colonialism had been, 
but to penetrate like an octopus, or like poison, into 
the economies of other countries, and consequently 


direct them politically and militarily according to its 
own will. 


Economy is not the only force enabling this type 
of colonialism to service and continue; it is also in need 
of an effective instrument of military repression which 
can be used in the right moment. US imperialism has 
always been careful to follow new ways of military rep- 
ression against countries rising against its interests 
and exploitation. 


In Latin America, the OAS has been used for the 
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purpose, being an organisation completely subservent 
to U.S. orders, not withstanding its “collective” name. 
In Korea, U.S.A. carried out aggression under the 
U.N. flag, collecting small and insignificant military 
troops from countries allied to it. It did the same thing 
in Vietnam, where its forces fought against the Vietn- 
amese people under the name of “allied troops’’. It 
has only been compelled, under certain circumstances, 
to completely unmask its savage aggressive usage, as 
has happened during its direct aggression against the 
D.R.V., the aggression which had been fixed, within 


scope of air raids. Nixon later formulated the policy 
of “Vietnamisation of war’; and now the peace agree- 


ment has opened the way to a new form of “‘Vietnamisa- 
tion of war’, as dictated by the facts of U.S. military 
exhaustion in Vietnam, and the obligation of US. 
imperialism to “reshape’”’ its interests and aggressive 
methods there. 


Hence, the U.S. reliance upon the Zoinist entity 
inside the Arab area as an oppressive instrument 
against the liberatory forces there and a barrier against 
their development and expansion, is fully in accord with 
its interests as an imperialist state in the first place, as 
well as with the imperialist methods employed 
throughout the whole world, in the second place. 


But U.S. imperialism has been very careful, for 
many years, not to reveal its ‘special relationship” 
with the Zionist entity in an outspoken manner which 
would arouse Arab anger. It has followed skilful meth- 
ods to present itself to the countries and rulers of the 
area as a “free state’ understanding the peoples’ aspi- 
rations for “independence and progress’. It did not 
conceal its displeasure at the out-moded colonialist 
methods employed by the revile British and French 
empires. It offered some of the area’s countries some 
economic aid, and made energetic efforts to circulate 
bourgeois cultures glorifying the American way of life. 
It supported the calls for “modernising” the out-dated 
reactionary regimes in the area, and did not oppose, 
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but actually helped, some reformist movements and 
coups there. It came to have, in many of the area’s 
countries, agents, supporters and champions among 
the ruling classes, and in the state organs, and econ- 
omic, military and political institutions. 


U.S. imperialism had thought that the reformist 
changes and movements in the area, could stop at 
certain acceptable limits. It also thought that it would 
inherit Britain and France completely, and started call- 
ing upon the Arab countries to enter into the network 
of aggressive treaties which it had woven in all conti- 
nents. 


But things did not go exactly the way U.S. impre- 
rialism had wished. The Arab area had been living thro- 
ugh a stage of revolutionary nationalist and liberatory 
parturition; and the mass movement was extending 
and increasing in power. The Arab masses which had 
risen in the Maghreb and Mashreq against France and 
British colonialism, would not easily consent to the 
installment of the U.S.A. as colonial master in the area. 
Even the reformist movements and coups which had 
risen and carried modest slogans and aims, not objec- 
ted to by the U.S.A. found themselves sweeping along 
the mass wave, adopting more liberatory and progre- 
ssive stands on the social plan, than had been expe- 


cted of them and even more than their own assump- 
tions. 


In the phase of the fifties, the slogan of the libera- 
tion of Palestine was a sweeping popular slogan, 
especially in the Mashreq countries. The Arab masses, 
which were shocked by the treachery of some Arab 
regimes, and the ineptitude of other regimes in face 
of the conspiracy of the establishment of the Zionist 
entity, called for a change and for struggle for libera- 
tion, and associated this slogan, albeit in relatively 
simpie forms, with liberatory struggle against imper- 
lalism, and with struggle for unity, democrarcy and 
social progress. 
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This phase resulted In the rise of a new and very 
important factor for the affairs of the area, namely, the 
establishment of relations between some Arab 
countries and the Soviet Union and other socialist 
countries, which extended to very vital fields, 
and led to the rise of significant ties between the two 
sides. The Soviet stand during the tripartite aggress- 
ion against Egypt in 1956, had an important positive 
effect upon the popular and official Arab liberation 


levels, 


In fact of these circumstances and developments, 
U.S: imperialism was compelled, more than once, to lay 
bare its hideous imperialist visage, while taking care to 
get back again to its smooth methods. At the end of 
the fifties, the U.S.A. menancingly moved the Sixth 
Fleet, and instigated its allies in the area to concentrate 
troops against the borders of Syria when the popular 
movement swelled up there. With the rise of the July 14 
Revolution in Iraq, the U.S.A. landed its troops, for the 
first time in the history of the area, in Lebanon in order 
to protect the reactionary regime which was swept 
up by the domestic conflicts; and in the meantime 
Britain landed its troops in Jordan, to protect the throne 
against the revolutionary storm which had risen in 
Baghdad. 


While U.S. imperialism had failed to include the 
area countries in the network of imperalist blocs, and 
faced sharp opposition on the part of the popular 
movement, it had been able, meanwhile, to penetrate 
extensively, ideologically, politically and economically, 
in many countries of the area. The phase of the fifties 
and sixties had witnessed an extension and flourish- 
ment of U.S. interests as well as those of its agent 
West Germany in many countries of the area, even 
those which had been classified as revolutionary and 
socialistic in those days. These interests became 
the biggest and the most dangerous in the area, Thus 
the U.S.A. was able, in spite of all the shocks and frus- 
trations it sustained, to become the foremost imperi- 
alist power in the area. 
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The question which should be posed at this point 
is the following: Why did the U.S. support the Zionist 
aggression against the Arab Nation on June 5, 1967, 
in particular? 


Through answering this question it would be pos- 
sible, in our opinion, to ascertain how “serious” are the 
hopes attached by some ruling Arab quarters on the 
U.S.A. to adopt another stand which would result in 
compelling the Zionist entity, in one form or another 
to withdraw from the occupied land, and carry out the 
Security Council resolution, which the U.S.A. has unc- 
easingly professed to support. 


The U.S. interests before the June aggression had 
been the widest and most serious foreign interests in 
the Arab area. The U.S.A had many allies and friends 
in the Arab countries and even the liberated countries 
had not been on very bad terms with the U.S.A. In fact 
some of them had considerable direct or indirect relat- 
ions with it in all fields. 


Although this forms only one aspect of the picture 
in the Arab situation, it completely reveals the brazen 
aggressive nature of U.S. imperialism. It was ventured 
upon the support of aggression even when the Arab 
official affairs were not in a condition to form a direct 
and alarming threat to its interests, SINCE AGGRESS- 
ION HAS created BETTER CONDITIONS FOR PROTE- 
CTING AND EXTENDING ITS INTERESTS AND IMPL- 
EMENTING ITS POLICIES IN THE AREA, 


However, the Arab “official” affairs, although not 
creating a direct threat to U.S. interests, did not, on the 
other hand, completely satisfy U.S. imperialism. The 
historical indicator of the process of the Arab liberat- 
ion movement would have inevitably led to the weak- 
ening and liquidation of these interests. The Arab popu- 
lar movement, despite its repeated defeats and setba- 
acks and its general state of weakness then, and des- 
pite the contradictions and conflicts between its vari- 
ous contingents was still present and had its influence 


2A. 


upon events. A number of Arab countries were through 
a state of fermentation and unrest, possibly resulting 
in developments not to the liking of U.S. imperialism. 


In other words, THE AFFAIRS OF THE ARAB AR- 
EA IN GENERAL HAD NOT BEEN THEN “ARRANGED” 
IN A REASSURING MANNER FOR IMPERIALISM AND 
ITS INTERESTS. Hence, any ‘act’ leading to the 
“arrangement” of the area affairs in a manner ensur- 
ing for U.S. imperialism the maintenance and extention 
of its interests and the implementation of its policy, 
would be a desirable act, especially if such an act were 
‘feasible’ resulted in only a minimum of “serious con- 
sequences”. 


At that time, the Zionist entity had overcome many 
of the ‘‘foundation” difficulties. which it had suffered 
at the beginning, and became a considerable military 
force with an intense appetite for expansion. It was 
fully prepared to perpetrate aggression tlie moment 
it was given the green light from Washington. 


The U.S.A. knew many facts on the political, mili- 
tary and economic affairs of the Arab regimes, by 
virtue of its presence in the area, its existential conn- 
ection with some Arab regimes. and its infiltration into 
many political, economic and military Arab quarters, 
including even some Arab intelligence quarters. Hence, 
they were fully aware that these regimes, such being 
their state of affairs, would be defeated in face of the 
Zionist aggression. 


One of the ironies of history, which would be freq- 
uently recalled in future, was the fact that those Arab 
regimes had been living in their own illusions, and 
thus offered the aggressors all the justifications they 
had needed for perpetrating their aggression in the 
best manner possible, although their aggression had 
not depended upon the existence of those justifications. 


Those regimes used to inflame. the masses’ pas- 
sions, and make them falsely believe that they were 
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capable of liberation; and they rushed into adventures, 
thinking that it was a game which would only result 
in the cheers of the masses and the enhancement of 
their own political prestige, on the domestic, Arab and 
international levels. 


On analysing the direct consequences of the 
aggression. and the outcome of the five and half years 
since its occurence, we shall find out that the U.S.A. 
had not been mistaken in its assessments concerning 
the need for the aggression and for its support up to 
the present moment. The aggression had certainly cre- 
ated much better conditions than the previous ones 
for the protection and extension of its interests, and 
the increase of its political influence in the area: 


1— Following the aggression, the Zionist entity, 
the U.S. ally and base in the area, became stronger 
than ever militarily and politically, and occupied new 
territories of great strategical importance, all of which 
have been great gains for it, 


2— It is true that the liberated regimes had not 
fallen as a result of the aggression; but these regimes 
HAVE BECOME WEAKER THAN THEY HAD BEEN The 
aggression, and the state of impotence facing it, have 
created new circumstances inside those regimes, ope- 
ning for the U-S.A. better opportunities than before for 
“rearranging” the affairs of the area in the manner they 
desire. This has been another great gain for the 
U.S.A. 


3— It is true that the aggression has created a 
powerful and wide state of popular anger against the 
U.S.A., and this was the most serious consequence for 
the latter, but this anger, with the exception of certain 
cases which will be dealt with in forthcoming articles, 
has not pushed the majority of the Arab regimes into 
the adoption of earnest stands which would seriously 
harm the U.S.A. and its interests. Many demonstrations 
have been organised against the U.S.A, and some Arab 
governments had severed their diplomatic relations 
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with it, and stopped importing U.S. cars and cigarettes 
Official papers wrote heated articles against U-S. 
imperialism but in spite of all this, the relations of 
these countries have not become a more dangerously 
deteriorated than they had been before the aggression. 
The direct contacts with the U.S.A. are still going on, 
and when they prove unfeasible, there are plenty of 
mediators to volunteer to carry them out! The inner 
dialogue — if we may put it that way — between those 
regimes and the U.S.A. is still going on, despite all the 


verbal criticism and attacks usually crammed in open 
speeches. 


4— Before the aggression, the U.S. interests had 
been the largest and most serious imperialist interests 
in the area. After the elapse of more than five and a 
half years since then, we find these interests, growing 
and expanding even inside some of _ the countries 
which had been subjected to the aggresion, including 
those countries which have been cursing U.S. 
“imperialism” day and night! 


All this apart from the countries which have not 
concealed their ties with the “free’’ West, and have 
concluded an eternal ‘‘Catholic marriage” with U.S. 
interests! why should the U.S., then, worry about its 
support for the Zionist entity? 


S— The U.S.A. had felt great alarm at this grow- 
ing ties between some Arab countries and the Soviet 
Union and other socialist countries before the aggres- 
sion. Many people, including some imperialist quarters, 
had expected that the Zionist aggression would result 
in larger and closer ties between those countries and 
the Soviet Union. Importan developments in this direct- 
ione after the aggression. But the Arab governments 
were soon to prove to U.S. imperialism the erroneous- 
ness of their previous assessments. THE TIES WITH 
THE SOVIET UNION HAVE BEEN REDUCED TO A LES- 
SER DEGREE THAN THAT EXLSTING BEFORE THE 
AGGRESSION. What is the U.S.A. worried about then? 
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The general consequences of the aggression car- 
ried out by the Zionist entity against the Arab Nation 
on June 5, 1967, have been, despite certain exceptions, 
completely in favour of U.S. imperialism, The continu- 
ance of this aggression in its present forms, does not 
constitute, as far as the Arab official front is concerned, 
any danger to U.S. interests and politics; IN FACT IT 
HAS CONSOLIDATED THEM. WHEN THEN SHOULD 
THE U.S.A “CHANGE” ITS ATTITUDE? 


U-S. imperialism is not so naive as to retreat, 
“gratis” from the aggressive policy in which it has 
persisted for more than five and a half years, and out of 
which it has achieved all the gains which we have poin- 
ted out. It will not retreat under the influence, of the 
wise “advice” given by some Arab politicians, the 
“advice” which we know nothing of except the “open’’ 
Statements made by the “advisors” and_ the 
“advised” !... 


Hence, all actual and concrete indications point 
out that the U.S.A. will not “retreat” from its present 
stand and will not ‘‘compel” the Zionist enemy to with- 
draw and carry out the Security Council resolution, 
unless it, itself, is “compelled” to do that, or otherwise, 
unless it were to obtain, by retreating from its present 
stands better “results” than those it has been obtaining 
at present by its support for the Zionist aggressionll 


Many political and military leaders have viewed 
the question of “liberating the occupied land” or what 
they term “the elimination of the consequences of 
aggression” along a purely “military” line. This line 
had prevailed before the aggression of June 5, 1967, 
and is still prevalent up to the present moment. 


This line is summed up in the fact that its advo- 
cates understand the “battle” with the enemy as just 
a “military clash” of aircraft, tanks, artillery, and infa- 
ntry, where the upper hand will be gained by those 
possessing these weapons in greater quantities and 
better qualities. As pointed out in a previous article, 
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the advocates of this line have fixed the “requirements” 
and ‘‘timing” of the battle in accordance with its abst- 
ract precepts, They would get together to discuss the 
matter, and find out that the enemy possesses a given 
amount of aircraft tanks, guns, and military troops; 
and so they would point out the need for the Arabs to 
have an equal amount, or more. In keeping with the 
traditions of “Arab gallantry” the brethern would app- 
eal to each other to provide the required equipment. 
Some would promise to offer a certain number of air- 
craft and others would promise to offer their share of 
tanks and troops. As to the rich brothers, they would 
promise to offer the required money for the battle. 
The “‘timing” of the battle would frequently be delayed 
for one reason or another, thus calling for a new mee- 
ting for working out a new “plan”. On meeting again, 
those gentlemen would find out that the enemy had 
come to possess new weapons, requiring, consequently 
a new distribution of assignments and fixation of don- 
ation shares! Thus had the vicious circle of “prepara- 
tion for liberation” been going on before the aggress- 
ion; and it is still going on following it, and for more 
than five and a half years now! 


Without any derogation of the lines and efforts of 
the others, we deem it necessary to examine this line 
in the light of the prevalent facts of the world, as well 
as of our own experiences and affairs, in order to be 
able to discover its errors and faults, which it would 
be best for us all to avoid in order to ward off a new 
catastrophe or avoid inaccurate assessments prevent- 
ing us from arriving at our real aims. 


“Military clash” is undoubtedly the most out- 
standing phenomenon in any battle such as that faced 
by the Arab Nation at present. It is, also, certainly 
one of its decisive elements. Any nation entering such 
a battle is bound to provide itself with the best, stron- 
gest and greatest quantity of weapons, and to posses 
armies with the best equipment, training and organisa- 
tion. This is an indisputable fact. BUT THE “MILITARY 
CLASH” IS NOT THE ONLY FACTOR IN THE BATTLE. 
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There are other factors with various influence, which, 
if neglected, would greatly affect the outcome of the 
battle and its consequences. 


7. THE ECONOMIC FACTOR: 


The “economic factor’ is one of the principal 
facters affecting the cutcome of the battle, negatively. 
In all wars, since the oldest times and up to the 
pressni, many leaders have placed this factor 
and the military factor on par. 


The maintenance and steering of the war machine 
in the best manner, require big and well-organised 
economic resources, as well as a complete control 
over these resources by the quarter leading the war 
Process. On the other hand, the people of the country 
waging war, should be ensured the minimum of their 
basic needs, in order to be able to hold out and supply 
the fighting army with combatants, as well as with 
the various forms of help required by the battle. The 
States choosing the path of war, or compelled to follow 
this path, have tended to organise their economy in 
@ special manner usually known as “war economy”. 


War economy is not a socialist or revolutionary 
“innovation”, as wrongly thought by some Arab politi- 
cians who are greatly annoyed by such terms. It is a 
national organisation of economy, adopted by count- 
ries seriously engaged in military battles which they 
intend to win, whether they be socialist or Capitalist 
couniries. Thus, had Britain, Germany, the U.S.A. and 
the Soviet Union acted during the Second World War. 


Countries which neglect this aspect, are 
either not serious in the battle they are waging, or 
else have been chosen the path of defeat. 


If we cast a general look at the economic affairs 
of the Arab countries, we shall arrive at a perfectly 
clear conclusion, namely, THAT MOST OF THOSE 
COUNTRIES HAVE NOT EVEN TAKEN THE ELEMEN- 
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TARY REQUIRED STEPS FOR FOLLOWING THE LINE 
OF OUR ECONOMY, WHILE DEAFENING CRIES FOR 
THE BATTLE ARE BEING HEARD ALL THE TIME! 


There are two chief requirements of ‘‘war eco- 
nomy”, namely, economic independence and self- 
sufficiency, at least in basic matters of decisive infl- 
uence. Those two requirements may not be absolutely 
achieved by the state waging war, which should then 
strive to cover the shortage by a stable and harmo- 
nious network of alliances with other states having 
the same objective, or shouldering together the same 
war burdens, or being competely under the contro! 
of the given state. 


In the second World War, a large network of 
cooperation was established between the allies, exten- 
ding to various fields, with each state making up for 
the shortages in its allies’ resources. Britain lacked 
self-sufficiency in food stuffs, and was on the verge 
of collapse, especially during the tight naval blockade 
imposed by Germany, but was saved by the food 
consignments arriving from its large colonies, as well 
as from the United States. 


To what extent have the Arab countries calling 
for “battle” attained these two requirements? 


The main prop of economy in several Arab count- 
ries, namely, oil, is completely controlled by the 
Western countries, especially the U.S.A. and Britain, 
both allies of the Zionist enemy in the aggresion against 
the Arab Nation! It is primarily from these two count- 
ries, that, those Arab countries obtain the oil revenues 
upon which their budgets are based. Out of these 
budgets they give “donations” for the battle, which 
are regarded by the advocates of the line under dis- 
cussion, aS an important factor in this battle! 


We do not know whether anybody had posed the 


following question : in the event that the battle between 
the Arab countries and the Zionist enemy would 
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proceed in a serious manner, and start inflicting serious 
damage upon the enemy, is there any sure guarantee 
that the U.S.A, and Britain would continue to pay reve- 
nues to those Arab countries in the manner and quan- 
tity enabling them to steer their lives and continue to 
contribute or “donate” for the battle? 


Many gentlemen would frown on hearing such an 
“odd” question! But regardless of the reaction of those 
gentlemen, this question requires clear answer. Can 
we believe that the U.S.A. and Britain, which have 
worked for half a century to build the Zionist entity, 
and supported its aggression against us despite all 
the protests, visits, and other activities carried out by 
the leaders of these indicated countries — CAN WE 
BELIEVE THAT THEY WILL CONTINUE TO “SATIATE”’ 
THE BUDGETS OF THESE COUNTRIES WITH HUND- 
REDS OF MILLIONS OF DOLLARS CONTRIBUTING 
TO A BATTLE REALLY RESULTING IN A BLOW TO 
THIS ENTITY? 


Those gentlemen will perhaps say: But this is 
at variance with international agreements and laws! 
And we tell them: Since when have the U.S.A. and 
Britain honoured their agreements with the Arab states, 
or international laws? Did not Britain revoke its 
promises to Prince Hussein? Had it not occupied 
several Arab countries by force of arms, despite all 
promises of freedom and independence and the Lea- 
gue of Nations’ Charter? Did not Britain and France, 
together with the Zionist enemy, invade Egypt in 1956? 
Did not Britain and the USA freeze the Egyptian assets 
after the Suez Canal nationalisation? Did not the U.S.A. 
refrain from supplying Egypt with wheat in 1965, at 
the very last moment, thus placing the country on the 
verge of imminent famine? Moreover, what have the 
U.S.A. and Britain got to fear from breaking their 
obligations. with governments which get a shiver on 
hearing the word “nationalisation”. and can find no 
faithful friends throughout the world other than those 
two countries? 
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Some people may regard the fabulous reserves 
owned by some oil producing Arab countries as a 
guarantee for the stability of the financial affairs in 
the event of the stoppage of oil revenues for some 
reason or other during the battle; and we agree with 
those. BUT WHERE ARE THESE RESERVES? They are 
outside the Arab Homeland, in the U.S. and European 
banks, that is, in countries allied to the enemy, or those 
whose economy is dominated by the Zionist octopus. 
What guarantee would these reserves present if they 
remained there and were not withdrawn and placed in 
Arab banks? Although the cries for battle have beén 
raised a lot at present, the owners of these reserves 
have not voiced any desire, albeit a single one, for 
withdrawing and placing them inside the homeland. 


This is one aspect of economic independence. 
The sessnd aspect is that most of the branches of 
economy in most of the Arab countries are closely 
bound to the imperialist economy, especially of the 
U.S.A., Britain and West Germany. We cannot imagine 
how these branches can proceed well in the course 
of a real battle with the Zionist enemy, the ally of those 
imperialist countries, and the guardian of their interests 
in the area? Moreover, we cannot understand why 
some Arab countries, which are supposed to stand at 
the front ranks of the battle, strive to obtain new 
loans from the above mentioned imperialist countries, 
and consequently, tie up their economy more closely 
with imperialist economy? 


Have they not taken into account the imperialist 
eccnomic blackmail against them, in case the battle is 
intensified and reaches a crucial phase? What alter- 
native have they got for such a contingency? Out of 
this swift review we come to the horrible fact that 
most Arab ccuntries are not only lacking in economic 
independence, but are economically dependent upon 
and tisd up to the imperialist countries, allied to the 
Zionist enemy! History has never given an example of 
a victorious war based on such an economic founda- 
tion! 
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BOTH IN THE BATTLE FIELDS, AND IN THE REAR 
WHICH IS OF LESS IMPORTANCE. 


The experiences of contemporary wars which have 
led to victorious results, point out the fact that 
the belligerent states have resorted, on the eve of the 
war immediately following its outbreak, to the establish- 
ment of national fronts comprising the various forces 
which are in agreement upon the main outlines of the 
war policy. The political leaderships have also worked 
for organising the masses in active forms, sharpening 
their vigilance, arousing patriotic fervour among their 
ranks, and winning the confidence of the great majority 
of the people in their policies and the manner of 
their management of the battle. 


When the Second World War broke out, Britain 
strove to form a coalition government of the various 
parties which had been previously in conflict. In the 
Soviet Union, the patriotic elements occupied the first 
place in mobilising the masses and concentrating their 
efforts upon the battle for defence of the fatherland. 
In the French Resistance, the Gaullists, communists 
and all French patriots, formed a front to the exclusion 
only of those collaborating with the Nazi occupiers. 


A protracted battle against a strong and vicious 
enemy, requires hundreds of thousands of fighters 
who should have complete faith, not only in the cause 
for which they are fighting, BUT ALSO IN THE LEADER- 
SHIPS LEADING THEM, AND IN THE POLICIES OF 
THOSE LEADERSHIPS AS WELL. This is necessary... 
not only for the fighters in the front but also necessary 
for the milions of people whose houses get demolished, 
who may get killed together with their old men, women 
and children, who have to work day and night to inc- 
rease production, and who have to follow austerty in 
food, clothing and all other needs; and meanwhile, the 
battle requires them to hold out, and keep holding out, 
and enjoy the highest morale! 


Are the realities of many Arab countries indicative 
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of such relationships between the people and the 
rulers, which can bring about such a degree of con- 
fidence required by the battle? We do not want to 
condemn anybody; but, while discussing matters of 
the baitle, we should point out what we believe to be 
serious defects in the preparations for it. 


First of all, we should remember that the Arab 
governments had sustained defeat more than five and 
a half years ago, resulting in deep negative effects 
among the masses the chief being the state of non- 
confidence between them and the governments; a fact 
which requires exceptional efforts for creating con- 
fidenie and enthusiasm among the masses. 


But the actual facts most regrettably point out a 
completely opposite trend. MANY GOVERNMENTS ARE 
STILL BEHAVING AS THOUGH THE BATTLE IS A 
MATTER OF NO CONCERN WHATSOEVER TO THE 
PEOPLE, WHO HAVE ONLY TO “KEEP QUIET’, “BE 
CONTENT’ AND AWAIT THE “HOUR OF REDEMP- 
TION’, WITHOUT KNOWING WHO WILL BRING IT 
ABOUT, OR WHEN OR HOW ? — 


The abyss between the Arab masses and many 
Arab governments is still there at present, and is 
even widening and assuming grave dimensions. The 
masses in most Arab countries are still deprived of 
the elementary democratic freedoms; in fact, their 
patriotic and progressive forces, having faith in the 
battle, are being daily subjected to increasing repres- 
sions. Such a state is bound to paralyse the rulers’ 
capacity for waging a protracted and victorious battle, 
even if those rulers were hundred per cent sincere 
in their embarkation upon the battle, and in their desire 
for achieving victory: 


PERHAPS ONE OF THE MOST ALARMING PHENO- 
MENA IN THE PRESENT SITUATION IS THE STATE 
OF DIVORCEMENT BETWEEN SOME RULERS AND 
THE YOUTH SECTOR, THAT SECTOR WHICH !S 
SHOULDERED BY THE MAIN BURDEN OF PROVID- 
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GIVE THE OPPORTUNITY TO THOUSANDS OF FIGH- 
TERS READY TO DIE FOR THE CAUSE OF THEIR 
PEOPLE AND HOMELAND, TO HIT THE ENEMY IN 
THE INSIDE OR HUNT IT ABROAD? WHY DO THEY 
NOT GIVE THEM ARMS, MONEY AND MORAL SUP- 
PORT? 


The adoption of the sheer military line in the 
understanding and leadership of the battle, and neglect 
of the three aforementioned effective factors (economy, 
the role of the people, and the role of the resistance) 
signify one of two probabilities : either total ignorance 
of the laws of military conflict, which would be really 
surprising in states which had already waged a war 
and been defeated, and are supposed to have learned 
a lot from that experience, and overcome their error; 
or else, the conviction of these states that their present 
purely military capacities would enable them to hit the 
enemy with lightening speed, and without need of the 
other factors! 


In case the second assumption is the prevalent one, 
we shall be only repeating a well known fact by stating 
that this assumption is based on faulty calculations, 
which might amount to illusions. In the present conflict 
between us and the enemy, the military aspect alone 
does not constitute a factor of swift and decisive 
superiority for the Arab states . We had already dis- 
cussed the question in a previous article — published 
on the 28th of last January, on the occasion of the 
convention of the Arab Joint Defence Council in Cairo 
— and it would be useful to discuss it again in order 
to complete our present discussion. 


In this question, as we had already said, the 
following points should be taken into account: 


1. All the Arab countries import weapons and 
do not manufacture them. The countries equipping 
the Arabs with weapons do not manufacture those 
weapons especially for the Arabs and for their battles, 
but. provide them with what they can afford out of 
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weapons they have manufactured in keeping with their 
own requirements and situations. 


2. As to the Zionist enemy, in addition to the 
weapons it imports from abroad, it has come to manu- 
facture many effective types of weapons, as well as 
develop some of those it has been importing, Added 
to this, it has come to enjoy important strategical posi- 
tions after June 1967 as a result of its occupation of 
Sinai, the Golan Heights, and the West Bank. 


3. The relationship between the Zionist entity 
and world imperialism, led by the U.S.A., is that of 
COMMON DESTINY. Thus, the Zionist entity can obtain 
weapons from the imperialist powers secretly or openly 
in greater quantities and more easily than most Arab 
countries do. 


On the Arab side, some Arab countries have been 
supplying their armies from Western sources including 
the United States, which can never give the Arabs 
weapons with which to gain the upper hand over the 
Zionist entity. As to the other countries, depending for 
their armament upon the socialist camp, particularly 
the Soviet Union, the relations of their majority with 
this camp have not been based upon a strategical 
alliance through which it would be possible to obtain 
greater and more effective support on its part. IN FACT, 
WE HAVE NOTICED THAT SOME OF THEM HAVE 
BEEN EXPOSING THEIR RELATIONS WITH THE 
SOVIET UNION TO UPHEAVALS AND INSTABILITY, 
WHILE ON THE OTHER HAND, THE FRONT OF 
ALLIANCE BETWEEN THE ENEMY AND WORLD 
IMPERIALISM, PARTICULARLY THE U.S.A. HAS BEEN 
REINFORCED AND CONSOLIDATED, WITH ALL THE 
INCUMBENT MILITARY, POLITICAL AND ECONOMIC 
ADVANTAGES, 


Taking these facts into account, and recalling the 
experience of military confrontation with the enemy on 
June 5, 1967, what results are to be expected out of 
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to be satisfied with a box in the theatre of the new 
circumstances along side with the boxes of the belne- 
fited gentlemen, or else it would be “outlawed” and 
punished everywhere. 


Such is the only logical explanation one can get 
‘or the present time of the official Arab quarters for 
understanding and running the ‘battle’. 


At any date, some of the advocates of this line 
think that it would solve a “‘crisis’’ and get them out of 
any “impasse”. But we regard it, in spite of its assass- 
ination of the liberation cause, as a path bestrewn by 
danger, not only for the nation and its cause, which 
is immortal, but for its advocates as well, who are 
not immortal! 


HOW WILL THE SETTLEMENT TAKE PLACE THEN? 


What “seitlement” can be brought about by those 
lines followed by most of the Arab official quarters, 
inciuding the limited rattle of arms? And to what extent 
can this setiliement bring about “satisfaction” of all 
quarters concerned? How will this “satisfaction” be 
effected? 


The Security Council resolution has remained 
the “guiding star’ for the settlement projects dreamed 
of by some people and actually put forth in the arena 
throughout the past years. Some Arab official quarters 
have been calling for and dreaming of a formula for 
implementing the aforementioned resolution, which 
formula they have regarded, in accordance with cCer- 
tain standards and considerations to which they have 
clung and about which they have been arguing a great 
deal, “‘a just and honourable peaceful solution” These 
are matters which we are not going to discuss at pre- 
sent with those quarters because we have from the 
very start, rejected the Security Council resolution 
both as a whole and in detail, as capitulation to the 
enemy and resignation to its usurpation of the Arab 
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territories of Palestine which it had occupied before 
the June aggression. We shall only try to follow the 
logical chain of affairs in keeping with the lines clung 
to by those quarters. 


Since the implementation of the Security Council 
resolution by diplomatic methods proved impossible, 
as indicated by the experience of the past five years; 
and since the pressure of the West European powers 
is unguaranteed — as we have explained in our anal- 
ysis of their relations with the Zionist entity time, as 
agreed by every-body, and since the hope for the U. 
S.A. changing its present stands in a “gratis” manner 
is not based upon any realistic foundation — to what 
extent, then can a military battle waged in isolation of 
the other basic factors ‘‘economy, role of the people, 
role cf the resistance” and lacking the elements of de- 
cisive and speedily-effective superiority, impose upon 
the U.S.A. and the Zionist enemy a formula for imple- 
menting the Security Council resolution, good enough 
to be, even in keeping with the loose standards and 
considerations of the quarters accepting it, a “just and 
honourable” solution?! We do not think such a battle 
can bring about such a solution, although we basically 
find no element of justice or honour in implementing 
the resolution! If the U.S.A. and the Zionist enemy 
would accept the Security Council resolution, as procl- 
aimed by the Arab official quarters, at the mere occu- 
rrence of a military conflict in which there is nothing 
to assure decisive and rapid superiority in honour of 
the Arabs, they would have agreed to that in 1970, at 
the time of the war of attrition, ihe concentration of 
Arab armies on all fronts, and the growing strength of 
the Palestinian resistance. U.S. imperialism and the 
Zionist enemy are not so naive as to postpone resolu- 
tion all this time, expose themselves to criticism and 
defamation in the international quarters, and expose 
imperialist interests to danger just to wait for the con- 
centration of the Arab armies once more and for the 
resumption of the cries for battle, under circumstances 
less favourable for the Arabs and less dangerous for 
the U.S.A. and Israel, than they had been three years 
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ialism and the Zionist enemy, and consequently, reach 
a “settlement” with them, those people say that the 
two colossi, the U.S.A. and the U.S.S.R., have agreed 
to avoid war between them and to map out the globe 
in a manner ensuring a delicate balance between 
them; and that they have also agreed to extinguish 
the incendiary hotbeds, thus giving no room for the 
rise of new confrontations between the supporters 
and allies of the two parties, which might lead to fric- 
tion between the two colossi, as is the case in the 
Middle East area. This miserable analysis not only 
defames the Soviet Union, but is also an explicit call 
for general capitulation to the Zionist imperialist enemy, 
and for fatalist submission to the mighty powers of 
the world. It is also an underestimation of the struggle 
of all peoples of the world for freedom, progress and 
national dignity. 


Such an analysis of the policy of peaceful coexis- 
tence, and of the relations between the Soviet Union 
and the United States, as far as the Arab cause is con- 
cerned, is a distortive and reactionary analysis leading 
in the end, to capitulation to imperialism. It is true 
that what was between the two great powers, the soviet 
Union and the United States has come to be precluded; 
and it is true as well, that each of them has got electri- 
fied zones (if we may put it that way) which the other 
cannot touch. But these zones form only definite part 
of the globe. Apart from that, there is a very extensive 
and wide arena for struggle between the peoples and 
their enemies, and a wide field for the two colossi to 
assist one side or other in this struggle. 


Our Arab area, despite its extreme delicacy and 
great importance for the balances of power in the world 
is one of these areas, whose peculiar features, howev- 
er, should be understood. If it is true that the two colo- 
ssi have agreed, whether directly or by separate cal- 
culations, not to enter into direct war, there is nothing 
to indicate the end of the struggle between them, whe- 
ther this struggle assumed a hot character, such as 
local wars, or a peaceful character, such as economic 
struggle 
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The Vietnam war, the Zionist aggression against 
the Arab Nation in 1967, and the Indo-Pakistani war, 
have been concrete instances, in this concern. In these 
areas various states and forces have clashed, each 
associated with one of the two great powers by bonds 
of friendship or alliance and obtained undisguised 
political, military and economce aid from their friends 
or allies, through which they achieved considerable 
gains; and still, no war had broken out between the 
USA and the USSR. 


All over the world, peoples are fighting for their 
freedom and progress, that is, against the U.S.A and 
its allies, and obtaining the aid of the Soviet Union 
and other socialist and progressive countries. Mean- 
while, the reactionary forces are conspiring against 
the interests and freedom of the peoples and obtaining 
the aid of the U.S.A. and other powers of the imperia- 
list camp. This is a big and serious field of struggle 
between the two great powers; a struggle which is 
going on in our area, as well as in Latin America and 
Africa. 


This does not mean that peoples and countries 
are moved like puppets in the hands of the two colossi. 
On the contrary, ever since the end of the Second 
World War, and the termination of the direct and hot 
conflict betweent the great powers, the subjective 
factors — that is, the people’s will and capacity for self- 
determination, on one hand, and the stands of the re- 
actionary regimes on the other — has occupied the 
primary role in changing the balance of forces through- 
out the world. Of course, the external factor has also 
played an important role. Had it not been for the 
will of the people of Vietnam and their persistent 
struggle, they could not have compelled U.S. imperia- 
lists to re-snape its affairs and interests in that part of 
the world, and the Soviet Union could not have offered 
them help, and consequently, weaken the positions of 
U.S. imperialism. Had it not been for the Cuban 
people’s revolution, the Soviet Union could not have 
helped in the building of a socialist experiment in a 
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continent which had been regarded as a U.S. exclusive 
property. Had it not been for its reactionary stand 
Saigon regime, the U.S.A. could not have launched its 
brutal aggression against the people of Vietnam. In 
our Arab area, U.S. imperialism has used the Zionist 
entity as an instrument for perpetrating aggression 
against some Arab countries, and consequently, chan- 
ging the balance of power in the area in its favour. 


Hence, U.S. imperialism is extremely concerned 
with having in every vital part of the world, a number 
of bases (that is, states and regimes) which are either 
completeiy under its control or closely bound to it, 
or largely supporting it, in order to carry out its 
imperialist schemes both on the global and regional 
levels. The new global strategy of U.S. imperialism 
does not preclude the need for these basis, but in 
fact presupposes it. While the big strategical weapons 
have compelled the two great powers to avoid direct 
war between them, the other forms of their struggle 
have required due consideration of the geographical 
factor, economic resources and technical weapons. 
The phase of the sixties has witnessed a formidable 
race between the U.S.A. and the U.S.S.R, in the pro- 
duction of tactical weapons, as well as strategical 
weapons. 


Following the defeats sustained by U.S. imperialism 
in the Indochina area, and its, obligation to re-shape its 
presence and interests there, and following the decisive 
development in the power question resulting in the 
imminent drain of U.S. oil reserves, and in view of 
the vital strategical importance of oil, and of the fact 
that the Middle East area is the richest oilfield in 
the world, this area has come to be viewed by the 
U.S. imperialism as the Number One sfrategical area. 
On the basis of this fact, and of the imperialist nature 
of the U.S.A. we can understand the trends of its 
present as well as future policy in this area and also 
the nature of the ‘settlements’ desired by it, 


The Arab area, and the regions surrounding it, 
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have become, as we have repeatedly said, the Number 
One strategical area in the world, for two main reasons: 


FIRST: their containment of the biggest energy 
reservoir in the world, and the U.S. dependence upon 
this reservoir for running its life and military machine, 
as well as West Europe’s dependence upon it because 
of its very lack of domestic sources of oil and gas. 


SECOND: this area had been and still is of great 
strategical importance in the world, despite the tre- 
mendous developments in strategical weapons and 
means of communication. 


These two reasons are intermingled and _inter- 
connected. Domination over the area means, in the 
end, domination over its sources of energy, and ensur- 
ance of their transport to the centres of consumption 
in America and Europe. Moreover, the urgent need 
for securing these sources and their communication 
routes, requires the domination over the area. 


In such circumstances, the human factor, the 
regimes affairs and the geographical factor play deci- 
sive roles. It is the nature of the thinking of the area 
population and their trends, the nature of their regimes, 
and of those controlling its vital geographical area, 
which will decide the destinies of the area, and 
consequently, the destinies of the most vital imperialist 
interests. Hence the importance of the political trends 
and the extent of their influence in each country of 
the area; the importance of alliances on the inter- 
national level; and the importance of the question 
of who are in control over the Gulfs, seas, straits and 
islands in the area. From all these factors, arises 
the importance of tactical weapons capable of influen- 
cing, negatively or positively, the communication routes 
of imperialist interests, chiefly oil and gas. 


U.S. imperialism cannot, voluntarily, stand idly 


by in face of the liberatory and progressive nationalist 
trends resulting in the liquidation of its interests, libera- 
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tion of the area countries from its clutches, and estab- 
lishment of a compact unity on a liberatory and 
progressive basis among the Arab countries. While 
U.S. imperialism and other imperialist powers are 
primarily interested in ensuring full control over the 
countries where their basic interests — namely, the 
sources of energy — lie, they are, at the same time, 
greatly interested in the domestic affairs of all Arab 
countries, even those in which they have no men- 
tionable interests, because every Arab country is 
bound to influence the area affairs whether negatively 
or positively. It may be said unhesitatingly, that impe- 
rialism has always viewed the area through an integra- 
ted outiook whereas the regionalist line is_ still 
dominating the outlook and conduct of many Arab 
political regimes and forces regarded as liberated 
ones 


This analysis illuminates the importance of the 
Zionist entity for imperialism, as well as fhe causes 
and consequences of its aggression against the Arab 
Nation on the fifth of June. 


The Zionist entity, as we have repeatedly said, 
constitutes an aggressive military base for achieving 
the objective of imperialism in the area. At the same 
time, it is an expansionist, seitler-colonialist, racist 
structure having special objectives which are essen- 
tially inseparable from those of imperialism, although 
not always coinciding with them one hundred per cent. 


As we have already said in a previous article, 
U.S. imperialism did not find the Arab area affairs 
completely reassuring for its interests in the future, 
although the Arab official affairs did not constitute 
any direct threat to those interests. The Arab liberation 
movement despite what it had sustained, and obstacles 
it had faced, had not met with a major defeat at the 
hands of imperialism. It was stubbornly looking for the 
possibility of a real growth and rise. Imperialism had 
been viewing the situation in a clearer manner, and 
analysing affairs and consequences more accurately 
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than did the Arab regimes and many political forces 
in the Arab area. It felt the urgent need for directing 
a powerful blow to the Arab liberation movement to 
force it many years back paralyse its capacity for 
affairs of the area in a manner considerably ensuring 
its interests. The land-hungry Zionist enemy, espe- 
cially since the long-awaited opportunity came at last 
for imperialism and the Zionist entity. 


The imperialist-Zionist aggression has achieved 
many of its objectives. On one hand, it has resulted in 
enlarging the area of Zionist usurpation of Arab land 
and consequently its further consolidation, militarily 
and geographically, in face of the struggle, of the Arab 
people. On the other hand, this aggression has weak- 
ened Egypt and Syria which had, for many years, 
greately influenced the affairs of the area, placed them 
in a position of self defence, and made them subject to 
influences of other countries of the area. 


However, U.S- imperialism has realised two imp- 
ortant facts: first: the Zionist aggression against the 
Arab Nation, despite the fact that it has achieved 
important gains in favour of U.S. imperialism, WOULD 
ERUPT AT THE SAME TIME NEW DEVELOPMENTS 
ENDANGERING ITS INTERESTS; AND THIS WAS 
WHAT ACTUALLY HAPPENED. (RISE OF THE PALES- 
TINIAN RESISTANCE, THE REVOLUTION OF IRAQ 
WHICH HAD DEALT, IN ITS FOURTH YEAR, A POWER- 
FUL BLOW TO IMPERIALISM BY NATIONALISING 
THE IRAQ PETROLEUM COMPANY. 


Second : The Zionist entity, no matter how strong, 
cannot, for several reasons, dominate the whole area 
alone, and consequently ensure the imperialist interests 


there, 


Thus, while striving continually to bolster and 
consolidate the Zionist entity, in face of Arab struggle, 
and offering maximum support to its aggression, U.S. 
imperialism has found itself compelled to carry out 
the following : 


a) 


1. Domestication as far as possible of the libe- 
rated regimes, preventing them from having any 
liberatory and progressive influences upon the area, 
gradually subjecting them to its own influences as 
well as those of the reactionary regimes of the area, 
infiltrating them to the maximum degree, and doing 
the utmost for topping them or turning them into right- 
wing regimes. 


2. Encirclement of the revolutionary forces by all 
means, and striving to hit and liquidate them if pos- 
sible. 


3. Securing other strong and active bases work- 
ing together with the Zionist entity, through direct or 
indirect ties, for ensuring the imperialist interests in 
the area and guaranteeing their communication lines. 


In the light of these objectives of U.S. imperialism, 
we can understand the roles of certain reactionary 
regimes in area, their direct and indirect moves, their 
visible and invisible alliance and the policies presently 
followed by several countries, as well as by those 
prepared for implementation in the future, all of which 
are preliminaries for the ‘“‘settlement”’ discussed by the 
imperialist quarters. 


The reactionary Iranian regime occupies a very 
prominent part in this imperialist scheme. IRAN IS A 
BIG RESERVOIR OF OIL, WHICH IMPERIALISM IS 
SEEKING TO CONTROL, AND HAS ALREADY 
ACCOMPLISHED THAT. BUT U.S. IMPERIALISM HAS 
FOUND OUT THAT IRAN IS CAPABLE AND WILLING 
TO PERFORM ROLES OUTSIDE THE SCOPE OF ITS 
GEOGRAPHICAL BOUNDARIES AND OF THE TASK 
OF SAFEGUARDING ITS BIG OIL RESERVOIR. In the 
fifties, Iran had played the role of a military base 
primarily directed against the Soviet Union, At present, 
however, this task has become no longer important. 
Iranian reaction has been entrusted with a more useful 
task for imperialism at the present circumstances, 
namely, to become a political, economic and military 
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base for imperialism, conspiring against the revolu- 
tionary movements and regimes in the area, and 
protecting the imperialist interests and communication 
lines. This role has assumed growing importance for 
the U.S.A. following the serious developments in the 
area throughout the recent years, which developments 
have come to constitute a deadly danger to its schemes 
and interests, namely: THE REVOLUTION OF IRAQ: 
THE INDIAN-SOVIET TREATY; THE INDIAN-PAKISTANI 
WAR, THE RISE OF THE STATE OF BANGLADESH 
AND THE ENFEEBLEMENT OF THE ALLIED REGIME 
OF PAKISTAN; THE IRAQI-SOVIET TREATY AND THE 
NATIONALISATION OF THE I.P.C. OPERATIONS. 
Hence, U.S. imperialism has been taking special care 
of the Shah of Iran and his reactionary government, 
Striving to make the Iranian regime a model for the 
regime linked up with the West, and giving ample 
opportunity for the Shah, deeply immersed as he is in 
his agentry and association with the monopolies to 
take “heroic” stands! The U-S.A. and Britain have 
supplied the Shah regime with huge quantities of 
various types of weapons, enabling it to create a strong 
naval fleet for safeguarding their interests and com- 
munication lines in the Arab Gulf and the Indian 
Ocean. They have been supporting its expansionist 
policy in the Arab Gulf, a policy characterised by a 
settler nature similar to the Zionist style. The U.S.A. 
has been conducting it to solve its minor contradic- 
tions with the reactionary Arab countries, to elevate 
cooperation with them to the level of unwritten facts 
at present, as well as to “beautify its image” in the 
other Arab countries, and improve its relations with 
the regimes put on the “domestication” list. The 
close relations between the Iranian regime and the 
Zionist entity are well-known, as well as their mutually 
coordinated implementation of the U.S. schemes. 


At the other end of the Gulf, in the heart of the 
Arab Peninsula, where the biggest fuel reservoir in 
the world is situated, the Saudi regime stands as a 
completely guaranteed base for U.S. imperialism, to 
the extent that it still permits the retention of the U.S. 
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military base in Dhehran, whereas many pro-Western 
regimes have coine to be “embarassed” by such 
bases and reached an understanding with the U.S.A. 
and Britain, in one way or another, on dismantling 
them. The, Saudi regime has got many weighty tasks 
as part of the U.S. imperialist schemes; primarily, 
the ensurance of the Peninsula and Gulf oi! for the 
U.S.A. 


When the wind of nationalistation blew up follow- 
ing the first of June 1972, the Saudi reaction exerted 
persistent efforts for outflanking the nationalisation 
slogan, campaigning against it and introducing the 
“participation agreement” as a substitute. It put forth 
the imperialist plan calling for investment of surplus 
Arab capital in the U.S.A. thus, accomplishing the 
most vital objective of U.S. imperialism. This task has 
required the implementation of another task namely, 
keeping watch on the oil communication lines in the 
Gulf and the Red Sea. 


Thus, it has been coordinating efforts with Iran 
in all fields, both accumulating a great quantity of 
weapons and pressuring the Gulf countries in various 
ways, to ensure their careful orientation in keeping 
with the U-S. schemes, Saudi Arabia has also under- 
taken to keep watch on the eastern coast of the Red 
Sea, one of the vital communication arteries of the 
Zionist enemy and imperialist trade (in the event of 
reopening the Suez Canal while Ethiopia, together 
with other countries favourable to the U.S.A., have 
ensured the guarding of the other coast of the Sea. 


In order for the Red Sea to become a secure 
area for imperialist interests, the U.S.A. has been 
striving through Saudi Arabia to liquidate the Democra- 
tic Republic of Yemen and establish full control over 
North Yemen. THIS EXPLAINS THE CONSPIRATIONAL 
ACTIVITIES OF SAUDIA AGAINST DEMOCRATIC 
YEMEN WHETHER BY DIRECT AGGRESSION, OR 
INCITEMENT OF THE REACTIONARY AND BACKWARD 
FORCES IN NORTH YEMEN, AND SUPPLYING THEM 
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WITH MONEY AND ARMS FOR ATTACKING THE 
SOUTH. It also explains the persistent efforts of Saudia 
for liquidating the forces of liberation and progress 
in North Yemen, and the establishment of a reactionary 
regime subject to imperialist control, and constituting 
another sentry-post for its interests. 


Nor have the tasks of Saudi Arabia stopped at this 
point. Being a wealthy Arab state, it has been able to 
move in the midst of the large Arab medium. The RE- 
SOLUTIONS OF THE KHARTOUM CONFERENCE HAVE 
CALLED IT DIRECTLY TO INFLUENCE THE ARAB 
AFFAIRS THROUGH ITS FINANCIAL “ASSISTANCE”, 
WHICH HAS BEEN FURTHER EXTENDED TO OTHER 
COUNTRIES. 


Under the conditions of instability and continued 
retreat witnessed by the countries, and the failure to 
follow a resolute militant line for confronting the impe- 
rialist-Zionist aggression, Saudia has been penetrating 
more and more into many Arab quarters to which it 
had been anathema previously, and striving to give 
the upper hand to the rightist trends and elements as 
part of the imperialist plan aimed at weakening the 
liberatory regimes, sowing discord among them, and 
their domestication and orientation in a rightist direc- 
tion. Saudia, which had been isolated, and wished no 
more than to be spared by the liberated regimes, has 
now passed into positions of attack against the libera- 
tory regimes and ideas, and became an important 
centre for steering the policies of most of the Arab 
Official quarters. 


As to the stooge Jordanian regime, following its 
dirty savage massacre against the Palestinian Resis- 
tance under the clamour of the acceptance by some 
Arab regimes of the Rogers plan, it has begun grad- 
ually to unveil its intentions which the previous circum- 
stances had allowed it cover up. It has headed for 
direct deal and agreement with the enemy, and proc- 
laimed its capitulationist project known as the “United 
Arab Kingdom’’. At this point the U-S. arsenals have 
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been opened for it, in order to turn it into another 
military base for conspiring against the liberated Arab 
regimes, and hitting the Arab liberation movement, 


Thus, U.S. imperialism has established a bloc in 
the area, albeit an unwritten one, among the reaction- 
ary regimes, extending from Teheran, across the Arab 
Gulf, to Riadh and Amman, stretching its traps south 
of the Arab Peninsula and spreading its poison in the 
other Mashreq countries. Thus, imperialism has a 
considerable distance in arranging the area affairs in 
a manner ensuring its interests for a long time to come. 


But the dream of U.S. imperialism of subjugating 
the whole Arab area, is still a remote one. Despite 
the weakness and retreats of the countries subjected 
to the aggression, their masses and patriotic and revo- 
lutionary forces are still persistently opposed to the 
path of capitulation to imperialism, and have enthusia- 
stically supported every serious line leading to libera- 
tion. Moreover, the economic political, social and 
cultural conditions which have arisen in the course of 
long years of the march of the Arab liberation move- 
ment, are still an obstacle to the trends propagated 
by imperialism, Arab reaction and the rightist forces. 
Despite the severe blows dealt to the Palestinian 
resistance, it is still standing on its feet, fighting coura- 
geously inside and outside the Homeland, and carrying 
out many clever and effective initiatives upsetting the 
settlement schemes whose magnates are trying very 
carefully to draw up. 


South of the Arab Peninsula, the liberated and 
conscious forces in Yemen and the Arab South have 
foiled up the plot of war between North and South, 
organised by Saudi Arabia and other reactionary 
forces. 


The uncompromising policy towards imperialism 
and its schemes, followed by the July 17 Revolution 
under the leadership of the Arab Baath Socialist Party, 
the National Front line, the peaceful and democratic 
solution of the Kurdish Question, the radical social 
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changes, the alliance with the forces of liberation and 
socialism in the world, particularly the Soviet Union, 
and the decisive and daring blow directed to the very 
heart of imperialist interests and schemes in the area 
— all these acts have not only upset the imperialist 
plans against the Iraqi region, but have exposed and 
endangered these plans in the whole area. 


The Arab revolutionary movement has not dropped 
arms in the face of the imperialist-Zionist-reactionary 
offensive; and despite the setback it has sustained, 
and the deteriorating state of affairs witnessed by the 
area, it is still capable of action, and the masses are 
still moving forcefully to render the settlement very 
difficult, if not impossible. 


U.S. imperialism will keep dallying in producing 
the expected ‘‘settlement”, until its schemes reach 
the point which it will regard as the most that can be 
achieved within the actual circumstances undergone 
by the area. It is at present exerting feverish efforts, 
by all direct and indirect means, for inducing the Arab 
regimes to throw the weapons of resistance and enrole 
in a final manner in the ranks of the settlement bran- 
dished by it, under the illusion that this settlement will 
be the way out of the suffocating crisis suffered by 
these regimes and their leaderships. But U.S. imperia- 
lism is practising the biggest trickery toward these 
regimes and their leaderships- 


Those regimes and leaderships, are, primarily, 
the offspring of the Arab liberation movement, that is 
of the struggle against imperialism and reaction under 
the banner of the liberation of Palestine. They have 
acquired their legitimacy and capacity for continuance 
out of their belonging to this historical line. The slip into 
a U.S. “settlement’’, under the illusion of a way out of 
the crisis facing them at present, will place them imm- 
ediately outside this line, and in opposition to the 
masses and their liberatory and progressive forces. 
At this point imperialism and reaction will try, first of 
all, to get rid of them, and they are already making 
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prepararations for that, because those  leaderships 
represent a bygone historical phase, and because the 
new phase following the U.S. settlement will require, 
primarily, new knights speaking a new language and 
undertaking new tacks which the present leaders can- 
not carry out, no matter how many concessions they 
make Nor would the ‘military clash” demonstration 
in which some people believe, be able to change any- 
thing. The consequences of such a clash may be 
among the direct causes faciliating the appearance of 
new knights on the stage. 


The Arab revolutionary movement has not, and 
shall not, drop arms, in face of the imperialist-Zionist 
reactionary offensive It shall resist valiantly, and 
fight on all fronts and by all possible means to prevent 
the realisation of the U.S. ‘settlement’. Thus statement 
is not only based upon optimism about the future. 
BUT IS UPON PRESENT-DAY FACTS which are evident 
notwithstanding all the aspects of retreat witnessed 
by the area, and all setbacks and blows sustained by 
the contingents of the Arab revolutionary movement 
with their various trends. 


However, the question which requires’ serious 
discussion at the present moment is the following: 
IS IT POSSIBLE TO CHANGE THE DIRECTION ALONG 
WHICH MOST OF THE ARAB OFFICIAL QUARTERS 
ARE PROCEEDING AT PRESENT, which _ direction 
does not lead to liberation, nor to the so-called ‘‘just 
and honourable’”’ solution in accordance with the pre- 
vious standards put forth by its adherents; AND IS IT 
POSSIBLE TO TURN ANOTHER, SERIOUS AND EFF- 
ECTIVE DIRECTION FOR CONFRONTING THE !MPE- 
RIALIST-ZIONIST AGGRESSION, and _ compelling it, 
now or in the future, to re-shape its stands in manner 
really placing the Arab regimes along the path of jus- 
tice and honour, and enabling them, now or in the 
future, to liquidate the imperialist and Zionist aggress- 
ion against every inch of Arab soil? 


We do not wish here to answer with yes ... or 
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no; because an affirmative answer would presuppose 
that the Arab official quarters are getting really and 
seriously prepared for following such a line; which pre- 
supposition is not confirmed by the present concrete 
facts. On the other hand, a negative answer may be 
somewhat premature, and may also imply a judgment 
of matters which we prefer not to pass except through 
concrete facts. The important thing, in our opinion, 
is TO PUT FORTH A CORRECT PLAN FOR GETTING 
ARAB OFFICIAL ACTION OUT OF ITS PRESENT IM- 
PASSE, if the Arab official quarters are really desirous 
of getting out of this impasse and then proceeding, 
unswervingly honourably, and courageously to liber- 
ate every possible inch of occupied Arab land, whether 
occupied after or before the fifth of June. 


In all the official Arab meetings, starting with the 
first conference of the confrontation states held in 
Cairo August 1969, and up to the Arab Joint Defence 
Council held in Cairo in January 1972, the revolutionary 
government had striven to put forth plans and ideas 
based upon the theory of concentrating all possible 
Arab resources in the battle against the enemy rejec- 
tion of capitulationist and compromise solutions with 
the enemy and its imperialist masters, and proceeding 
from the fact that no matter how unfavourable for us 
is the power balance at present, the adoption of a 
consistent and ever-rising militant line is the only path 
we have got, for changing these balances in a manner 
compelling imperialism and Zionism to retreat. In the 
summer of 1970, in the Tripoli conference, and before 
the declared acceptance by some Arab countries of 
the Rogers plan, Iraq put forth a plan which had been 
adopted by Libya following Gaddafi’s visit to Baghdad, 
which was called the ‘nationalist battle’ based upon 
the lines we have already enumerated, 


Regardless of whether that plan, and the other 
ideas submitted by the revolutionary government of 
lraq, On many occasions, has been correct and accu- 
rate in all aspects, or not. the fact remains that every- 
thing we had said and put forth, had proceeded from 
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A CONSISTENT MILITANT LINE AGAINST IMPERIA- 
LIST AND ZIONIST AGGRESSION, whereas the facts 
and plans put forth by most of the Arab official quar- 
ters had to proceed. from a theory which we regard as 
fruitless and unrealistic, based upon a balance betw- 
een a bit of military preparation, on one hand, and 
having recourse to the U.S.A on the other, for reaching 
a political solution for the so-called “crisis”. These 
two lines are divergent and contradictory, and there 
is no way for consistent and stable agreement between 
them. 


Throughout many years, various Arab official 
quarters have been accusing us of auctioneering and 
saying that IRAQ DID NOT TAKE PART IN_ THE 
“BATTLE” AND DID NOT SHOOT ONE BULLET AGA- 
INST THE ENEMY, BUT JUST TALKED. At time, when 
those shouts were rising hysterically /raq had troops 
on the Eastern Front (Jordan and Syria) estimated at 
60,000 soldiers, and the Iraqi Army clashed with the 
enemy every day — as to the communiques, they were 
issued in the name of the Jordonian Army, in keeping 
with the decisions of the Commander-in-Chief in Catro-; 
and the Iraqi Army depots were open to the Palestiman 
Resistance, and its communications means were placed 
under the latter’s disposal. 


When it was decided to withdraw the Iraqi Army 
from the Eastern Front, a great clamour was raised 
against us. But the Iraqi army was only withdrawn when 
it had no longer a role to perform in the area, because, 
by virtue of its attachment to a joint Arab command, 
its presence on a territory subject to other sovereign 
Arab states, and the commitment of those states ‘‘esp- 
ecially Jordan” to a cease-fire with the enemy, following 
their acceptance of the Rogers plan, the dissolution 
of the Eastern Front and the placement of the Iraqi 
Army under the command of king Hussein, it became 
no longer capable of combat action in the area where 
it stood no chance of taking any separate initiative 
against the enemy. In the meantime, traps had been set 
up for it everywhere in order to bring it down together 
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with the Revolution in the Iraqi region. ‘‘We do not con- 
sider ourselves immune against errors, even grave ones. 
The Revoution had then been only a young one, and 
by virtue of this objective reality, it was liable to fall 
into erroneous assessments as well as excessive imp- 
etuousness, at times and excessive inactivity, at others. 
This is an objective reality which cannot be avoided 
by any young revolutionary experiment, especially 
under extremely complicated and intertwisted circum- 
stances like those of Iraq and the Arab area, and in 
one of the most crucial phases of contemporary Arab 
history, namely the post-June 5 phase. 


The Arab Baath Socialist Party had exerted sincere 
and serious efforts on all levels, starting from the rank- 
and-file and up to the leadership, and in all the orga- 
nizations scattered in the Arab countries. for review- 
ing that line of policy, especially following the bitter 
September events, which had been among the hardest 
and the most bitter faced by the Party throughout its 
history. 


The aim of that drive was to diagnose the errors. 
and do everything possible to rectify them. One 
of the main things sought after by the Party was to 
control its words and actions with the utmost care in 
order to avoid any slip, through motives of faith and 
enthusiasm, into a point which may be actually close 
to auctioneering, and far removed from objective asse- 
ssment of facts. 


New circumstances have arisen in the area, help- 
ing to provide a more favourable atmosphere for revi- 
ewing events and stands and getting into dialogues, 
away from spasmodic mocds and stands. 


The time came when the leadership of the Party 
and the revolution deemed it very appropriate to make 
a new Initiative to the two sisterly countries, Egypt and 
Syria, on a sincere, frank and serious basis. The 
announcement of King Hussein’s imperialist plan 
known as the “United Arab Kingdom” was among the 
main and direct reasons for announcing that initiative. 
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Following the R.C.C. announcement on March 15. 
1972, of lraq’s willingness to enter into immediate unity 
with Syria and Egypt on a militant basis directed aga- 
inst imperialism and Zionism, a high-level delegation, 
headed by Comrade Saddam Hussein, left for Damas- 
cus and Cairo. The meeting between the envoys of 
the revolution in Iraq and the state leaders in Damas- 
cus and Cairo was cordial and positive — speaking 
relatively — The representatives of the revolution 
demonstrated the maximum flexibility with the brethren 
in Damascus and Cairo who also showed a remarkable 
degree of the same useful talks took place; and the 
revolution’s stand through those meetings could be 
Summed up in the following simple and clear points. 


The Arab Nation cannot in any way, accept the 
“legality” and continuity of the occupation of even 
one inch of its territory, and is bound to fight for liber 
ating its usurped land. This requires a consistan\ 
nationalist strategic plan. But the battle with the Zion 
ist usurpers and their imperialist allies cannot be carr 
ied out by the method of mass struggle alone. There 
are Arab “states” standing in the front ranks of the 
battle, and these states are restricted by their preseni 
actual possibilities and are committed to stands of an 
international character. A state has not got the same 
freedom of speech and action as the masses and the 
popular institutions. While this is a reality not to be 
ignored it, at the same time, does not constitute — 
when there is a serious will for struggle — any actual 
restriction on any action in accordance with a con- 
sistent liberatory strategy. It only makes it incumbent 
on us to organise the strategic struggle and its phase, 
as well as to make a careful and balanced distribution 
of roles among the various Arab sides in this struggle. 


A state which has accepted the Security Council 
resolution for reasons it considered valid, may have its 
role; while a state which has rejected it, may have 
another role; the parties and popular organisations 
still another role, and the Palestinian Resistance a 
special and distinct role. In the event of our agreement 


64 


upon a consistent strategy for liberation, it will be 
possible for us, to distribute all these roles and control 
their balance so that they will all flow into one common 
current, namely, the liberation of all possible occupied 
Arab territories under a given phase, and preparation 
for ushering in a new phase — and so forth — up to 
the achievement of final liberation. 


Agreement on such a strategy, and its serious 
implementation, requires the formation of an Arab 
nucleus with the greatest possible harmony. We had 
calculated that such a level of harmony could be 
raised among Syria, Egypt, Iraq, and the Palestinian 
Resistance, for political and geographical reasons. 
This does not signify any disregard of the role of the 
other brethern, with whom the Iraqi plan did not 
require any unjustified dissociation. On the contrary, 
THE FORMATION OF SUCH A HARMONIOUS NUC- 
LEUS GETTING MORE AND MORE WELDED THROUGH 
ACTUAL, SERIOUS AND CONTINUED ACTION, 
WOULD LEAD GRADUALLY TO THE RALLYING OF 
THE OTHER BRETHERN, WITH VARYING DEGREES, 
AROUND THE CENTRAL NUCLEUS EACH CONTRI- 
BUTING IN KEEPING WITH THEIR OWN RESOURCES. 
Some may contribute money, others weapons, and 
still others soldiers; and some may be only capable of 
offering good words. 


If the harmonious centre took successive steps, 
and shouldered its responsibilities and sacrifices with- 
out fear of hesitation, the others, even if they were 
not convinced and responsive at the beginning, will 
have a good example to follow. As to those who will 
continue in an obstinate and negative attitude the 
Arab Nation finds itself bound to classify each of them 
and determine their guilt. 


The brethern in Damascus and Cairo had listened 
carefully to this talk, and voiced their appreciation 
of its good intentions as well as its “wisdom”. But they 
raised certain points which they regarded as major 
obstacles. to the implementation of such a plan, 
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although they had not rejected it finally. The discourse 
proceeded in direction of careful consideration, 
patience, further examination, and the commencement 
of preleminary steps for joint action. Those meet- 
ings had created a better atmosphere in the relations 
between the three countries, which made for positive 
results. BUT THE MATTER DID NOT GO ANY FUR- 
THER; AND NO RESULTS WERE ACHIEVED WITH 
ANY RADICAL AND DECISIVE EFFECT UPON THE 
NATURE OF JOINT ARAB ACTION. 


In recent months, the drums of joint Arab 
action have been beating loudly, and calling 
upon the brethren to work out the “plan and 
requirements of the battle’!!! Although such a 
method of tackling matters IS NOT SERIOUS BY IT- 
SELF, and regardless of its possible consequences, 
most of the Arab official quarters have not paid heed to 
this fact confirmed by the experience of joint Arab 
action since the foundation of the Arab League and up 
to the present moment, but have instead rushed to this 
method, as though it were the key for ridding them off 
their present impasse. The Arab Defence Council was 
convened in Kuwait on November 15, 1972, and the 
basic point it discussed was to “fix the commitments” 
of each Arab country in the “battle’’!! 


There was no definition of the nature of the baitle 
and the tactical and strategic dimensions; it was just a 
“fateful battle’, and no more. Each of the assembled 
delegations started ‘donating” its share for that fateful 
battle. Iraq, as in all Arab plans for confronting the 
enemy, was called upon to concentrate its military 
troops on the eastern front. It had to make that contri- 
bution, in conformity with the prevalent method of the 
conference. 


Our opinion on this question was simple and defi- 
nite : ‘‘We do not view the question of dispatching the 
lragi Army to the Eastern Front from the angle of 
“donations” nor agree to make it part of a noisy 
demonstration. For us, the question is a basic one of 
principle, as well as a grave concrete one. Without 
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knowing beforehand whether there really was a battle, 
as well as th objectives of this battle, we cannot 
afford the luxury of sending our army on a picnic 
and demonstration outside the borders of the country, 
at a time when the Iranian troops are being concentra- 
ted against our borders and threatening our sovereignty, 
and when reactionary and suspicious pockets are still 
menacing the stability of the country, and conspiring 
against the progress of the revolution and its main 
gains. But if there is really a battle, which would be 
a prelude to liberation, new Arab and international 
circumstances will then arise enabling us to take part 
in it with all our military, human and economic re- 
sources ... The very circumstances of battle with the 
Zionist enemy would create a psychological barrier, 
to say the least, bridling the possibilities of external 
aggression and internal subversion; and moreover, the 
entry into a real battle with the Zionist enemy would 
justify any sacrifices or losses. But if the matter is 
otherwise, Iraq is certainly unwilling to gamble a part 
of its territory and its internal stability, just for partici- 
pating in a demonstration with unknown objectives. 


The logic of Iraq has been regarded as strange; 
and it is certainly stranger to the logic of “donations’’ 
and to the method of ineffective demonstrations. 
It was really one of the ironies of fate for the Foreign 
Minister of a certain Arab state to criticise the stand 
of Iraq, at a time when his government did not commit 
itself even to contribute with benevolent words, calling 
upon the Arabs, as it does to capitulation and negotia- 
tions with the enemy. 


Although we still regard the plan of unity, or 
unitarist action, between Iraq, Syria, Egypt and the 
Palestinian Resistance, as the correct basis for any 
joint Arab action in face of the imperialist-Zionist 
aggression, we have been bound — following the 
circumstances surrounding the plan — to develop. the 
plan of unitarist faction with Egypt Syria and the 
Palestinian resistance, into a more universal Arab plan. 
The politically, economically and technically successful 
oil battle, waged by Iraq following the first of June 
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1972, has given the Arab struggle against imperialism 
and a new formidable and decisive dimension, namely: 
THE DIMENSION OF EFFECTIVE, POSSIBLE AND 
SUCCESSFUL EMPLOYMENT OF OIL IN THE BATTLE: 


The plan submitted by Iraq to the Arab Defence 
Council held in Cairo on January 27, 1973 is summed 
up in the following lines: 


The experience of the five past years since the 
June aggression and up to the present, has stressed 
two basic facts: FIRST: that the Zionist enemy could 
not have perpetrated and persisted in aggression 
without the support of world imperialism, led by U.S. 
imperialism; and SECOND: that the battle between 
us and the Zionist enemy is not just a military battle, 
but a political, military, economic, and civilisational 
confrontation between the Arab Nation on one hand, 
and the Zionist enemy and its imperialist allies, led by 
U.S.A., on the other. 


On this basis, the reliance In confrontation upon 
conventional military logic and methods alone, will not 
provide the Arab Nation with the possibilities for victory 
over the enemy, and may even bring about another 
setback. Thus, the effective means for confronting the 
Zionist enemy, and compelling imperialism, headed by 
the U.S.A., to change its present policy of unreserved 
support for the enemy, and pressuring the West Euro- 
pean states into adopting serious stands against the 
Zionist enemy, LIES IN THE EMPLOYMENT OF ALL 
ARAB WEAPONS IN THE BATTLE, AND CHIEFLY THE 
MILITARY, POLITICAL AND OIL WEAPONS: 


This analysis proceeds from the established scien- 
tific facts concerning the dependence of the U.S.A. and 
the West European countries upon Arab oil, for running 
their vital military and economic affairs. The employ- 
ment of the oil weapon in the battle will also provide 
the Arabs with a big and decisive potential. Imperia- 
lism, chiefly the U.S.A., as well as the West European 
countries, will have to choose one or two paths: 
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EITHER TAKE A FIRM STAND TOWARDS THE ZIONIST 
ENEMY AND ITS AGGRESSION OR BE EXPOSED TO 
THE LOSS OF THE FUEL SOURCES OF THE ARAB 
HOMELAND, AND CONSEQUENTLY, BE EXPOSED TO 
AN EXTREMELY GRAVE ECONOMIC AND MILITARY 
SITUATION. In accordance with these conceptions, the 
battle may be steered in keeping with the following 
lines : 


1. Giving notice to all concerned states, chiefly 
the U.S-A., as well as the West European countries, 
of the need to stop all military, economic and political 
aid to the Zionist enemy and do their best for compel- 
ling it to withdraw from the occupied Arab territories 
unconditionally. 


2. Nationalisation of oil and all other interests of 
any state not responding to the above mentioned, and 
keeping up their support of the aggression; and the 
stop of all oil exports to them, together with following 
a careful plan for rationing and fixing the oil quantities 
exported to some West European countries which 
should be provided with oil in keeping with Arab 
interests. 


3. Withdrawal of all Arab assets from U.S. and 
European banks, and their placement in the service of 
the nationalist battle. 


4. In case Saudi Arabia, Kuwait and the Gulf 
countries did not agree to the nationalisation act, 
pleading the nature of their political and economic sys- 
tems, they should make a careful rationing of oil exp- 
orts, to the minimum enabling them to fulfill their obliga- 
tions in keeping with the Khartoum Conference resolu- 
tions and their own economic obligations connected 
with the development plans; as part of an austerity 
policy imposed by the nature of the battle, while 
taking into consideration the utilisation of their assets. 


5. Steering the battle against the Zionist enemy 
on the basis of a real military unity among the fighting 
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countries, the unity of the battlefields and their leader- 
ships, and working out the required plans. The Iraqi 
government had already explained this point in a 
detailed note sent to the Secretary-General of the 
Arab League prior to the convention of the recent 
meeting of the Arab Defence Council in Cairo last 
January. 


6. The Arab governments consenting and com- 
mitted to this plan, will commit themselves not to 
discuss unilaterally any plan concerning the Zionist 
and imperialist aggression. Any such plan should be 
discussed and endorsed by all the concerned parties. 


7, “Arab unanimity” should not be a precondition 
for such a plan, IRAQ REGARDS ITSELF AS IMME- 
DIATELY COMMITTED TO IT, IN CASE EGYPT, SYRIA 
AND THE RESISTANCE MOVEMENT AS A MINIMUM 
WERE TO CONSENT AND COMMIT THEMSELVES 
TO IT, because these parties are situated at the con- 
frontation lines with the enemy and are shouldered by 
the direct burden of the liberation battle; together with 
counting Libya among those parties also included by 
the minimum formula, lest the plan be interpreted as 
an “Iraqi” attempt at discrediting the E-A.R., IRAQ IS 
FULLY PREPARED TO COMMENCE UPON THE IMPLE- 
MENTATION OF THE PLAN AND CONCENTRATE 
ITS MILITARY CAPACITIES AT ANY SIZE, TIME OR 
PLACE DETERMINED BY THE FIGHTING PARTIES. 


8. While not requiring unanimity as a precondi- 
tion for such a plan, and regarding as the minimum 
the consent and commitment of Egypt, Syria, and the 
Palestinian resistance, it is our opinion that those 
parties accepting it and striving for its implementation, 
should take a clearcut and firm stand vis-a-vis any 
state continuing to provide oil for the states supporting 
the enemy, and should give the Palestinian Resistance 
and the Arab fighters a free hand for preventing the 
export of oil by all possible means, to the countries 
persisting in support of the Zionist enemy. 


9. As to the financial aid obtained by the con- 
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frontation states from some oil-producing countries, 
IT SHOULD BE ENSURED BY THE COUNTRIES COM- 
MITTED TO THE PLAN, AND JOINTLY, SHOULDERED 
BY THEM, in case any of the governments offering 
aid now should stop doing that. 


Those were the basic lines of joint Arab action we 
put forth for the current stage; we consider them the 
serious and effective pathway to launch a real battle 
against the Zionist enemy and all its imperialist suppor- 
ters, with the consequences to be in favour of the 
Arabs. 


By this project we did not mean to embarrass 
anyone for mere sake of embarrassment, nor to injure 
any specific party, but we proceeded from a profound 
and sincere sense, shared with us by a number of faith- 
ful and conscientious forces, that the so-called joint 
Arab action had remained, for full five years, turning 
around in a vicious circle, without specific objective or 
any serious and effective technique. The continuation 
of this situation is bound to perpetuate aggression and 
dedicate the Zionist occupation of Arab land, thus the 
struggle for its liberation will grow more difficult with 
the elapse of time. 


There will, no doubt, emerge the imperative nece- 
ssity to find an outlet characterised by determination 
to fight and willingness to sacrifice, so as to break 
through the current situation and adopt a course of 
actual liberation. 


In fact we had no hallucination regarding the aitti- 
tude and intentions of a large number of official Arab 
circles, especially those connected with the imperialist 
powers headed by the U.S., by links which are growing 
firmer with the elapse of time. However these circles 
used, within Arab meetings and without, to talk loudly 
of the battle and to take the oath that they were deter- 
mined to sacrifice every valuable thing for its sake. 
We proposed to them how part of this could be introd- 
uced, for the trivial part they used to give out of the 
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surplus amounts, in form of aids to certain sisterly sta- 
tes, only constituted a negligible proportion of the pro- 
fits realised by the imperialist enemy from the Arab oil. 
Out of our proposal, we did not expect such circles to 
put on a Vietnamese cloak or thrust themselves in the 
furnace of the battle and offer on the altar huge sacri- 
fices for tens of years, but we suggested that the main 
keys we hold be utilized daily so as to exercise press- 
ure on the supporters of aggression, without affording 
heavy expenses, for despite the sacrifices involved in 
our proposals, most of the Arab circles concerned will 
be left with huge frozen assets and liquid facilities, 
which will suffice them to lead an affluent life, We did 
not base our estimations on hallucination and enthus- 
iasm, but on realistic and tangible experience the recent 
months following the nationalisation of oil. 


On the ist of June, 1972 we nationalised our oil 
under conditions of hardship; we had no balances abr- 
oad and no surpluses; we had commenced with the 
implementation of the largest development plan in the 
history of Iraq; still we succeeded in the nationalisation 
of oil we had introduced the nationalisation operation 
with a framework that will serve the purpose of our 
Arab nationalist strategy of an international context- 
We have distinguished the state which adopted a neu- 
tral attitude to the Arabs (I.e., France) from those cou- 
ntries which had forged an alliance with the Arab nat- 
ion’s enemy; this attitude resulted in tangible political 
fruits and was in no way void of economic advantages. 
After all this the Iraqi economy was not shaken; the 
masses did not starve; the development plan did not 
stop and we managed manoeuvres of monopolist comp- 
anies and intrigues and threats of the imperialist powers 
which supported 


It was imperative that the monopolist companies 
should find themselves compelled to kneel before the 
tempest and surrender to the status quo which had 
become actual reality, firm and successful. OUT OF 
THIS EXPERIENCE WE MANAGED TO CONCLUDE, 
WITH RATIONAL REALITY, THAT ALL OIL-PRODUC- 
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ING COUNTRIES WOULD HAVE BEEN CAPABLE TO 
DO WHAT WE HAVE DONE OR SOMETHING LIKE IT, 
WITHIN THE FRAMEWORK OF A NATIONAL PLAN 
THAT WOULD COMPEL THE IMPERIALIST-ZIONIST 
AGGRESSOR TO HAVE A SECOND THOUGHT OF ITS 
ATTITUDES TOWARDS US, especially as “the poorest’ 
country of them all is now in possession of such econ- 
omic and financial potentialities as would far exceed 
those We had prior to oil nationalisation, let alone the 
countries with whose funds foreign banks are so flooded 
that they had to pay interest to keep therewith, as was 
the case following the recent devaluation of the U.S. 
dollar. Those countries lost about $ 150 million, an amo- 
unt which would by itself, have been sufficient to supp- 
ort the endurance of their respective governments for 
one or two years, had they tended to deal a blow to the 
U.S. imperialist interests in their countries or adopted 
the policy of rationing oil exports in accordance with 
a liberation-oriented plan. 


As for the other, non-oil exporting countries, steps 
forward in the current situation could be achieved by 
the utilisation of oil as a weapon in the battle, with poli- 
tical and military results envisaged; such results would 
be far better and more effective than those anticipated 
by the aids extended by the oil-exporting countries, 
which would in no way be effective in terms of our con- 
frontation against the enemy so long as the situation 
was kept as it were now. By introducing the slogan of 
utilising oil in the battle, we did not overlook the cond- 
itions of certain regimes which reacted pasively to the 
slogan. WE ASSESSED THAT SUCH REGIMES IF THEY 
FAILED TO PROCEED ALONG THIS’ DIRECTION 
UNDER THE PRESSURE OF JOINT ARAB ACTION, 
THE ARAB MASSES WILL THEN BE CAPABLE OF 
IMPLEMENTING THE SLOGAN AND FORCING THE 
REGIMES NOT TO VIOLATE IT. 


At any rate, our project was received with silence 
on the part of certain parties and indirect objection 
on the part of others; certain brethern received it with 
courteous words and others advised us to abandon it 
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because it was unreasonable; others lauded the good 
intentions but referred to ‘status quo” and talked of 
“realism”. The project was then forwarded to a com- 
mittee of experts for consideration. However we look 
around us for a pathway, we will never find any other 
way than mobilising our military political and econo- 
mic potentialities in the battle and utilising all our 
weapons, by means of forming a central nucleus that 
will be consistent and effective in which all the 
parties desiring to sacrifice will join in and all the 
circles colluding with imperialism, i.e., Zionism, will 
be isolated, as their situation vis-a-vis the masses will 
be too difficult. 


After all we are not alone in the world, we have 
allies and friends, strong and effective, in the Soviet 
Union, other socialist countries, in Asia, Africa and 
Latin America. There are sincere forces which support 
us in Europe, and we shall have supporters even in 
America itself, as the Vietnamese who fought’ with 
utmost seriousness had. 


Moreover, the West European countries, or most 
of them, which do not feel today any loss in their curr- 
ent fluctuating position, will find themselves compelled 
to change, and will inevitably change, in our favour; 
the whole world will have a second’ thought of us, 
characterized by seriousness and appreciation, 


This is our opinion in the current developments 
in the area and our assessments of future probabilities; 
this is our opinion in the current joint Arab techniques, 
and the thoroughfare which we consider as sound and 
inevitable. Certain parties might argue that Iraq would 
put forth difficult matters so as to evade specific and 
immediate commitments necessitated by joint Arab 
action. These parties mislead themselves’ before 
others, for there are basic facts in life which should 
be recognised by all those concerned with politics. 
A REVOLUTION LIKE THE REVOLUTION OF IRAQ 
CANNOT SURVIVE AND CONTINUE WITHIN THE 
FRAMEWORK OF REGIONAL CONFINEMENT, evading 
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nationalist obligations, for this SITUATION WOUL 
CONTRADICT WITH ITS NATURE, AND SUCH CONTR:- 
ADICTION WOULD LEAD TO COLLAPSE. The revol- 
ution in Iraq will continue and consolidate; it will be 
a centre of radiation, a centre of gravity, inasmuch as 
it affects and interacts with the liberation, unity and 
socialist-oriented Arab struggle, and inasmuch as 
it sacrifices on this thoroughfare. 

This is its pathway; this is its nature, but will und- 
oubtedly not be misled under the impact of the clai- 
mers of submission and recrimination, to attitudes it 
knows for sure to be erratic and futile, or attitudes 
that will meet, in one way or another, with the general 
schemes of imperialism. It will shoulder this honou- 
rable assignment, the assignment of enlightening the 
Arab massess with facts, despite the difficulties it 
will confront with utmost courage and determination. 

At any rate, despite our criticism of the current 
joint Arab action techniques, we do not intend to shun 
away from them, but on the contrary we shall partici- 
pate in any current or prospective effort, and will exert 
best possible efforts and flexibility to push things in a 
better direction, When we have to shoulder responsib- 
ilities, whatever they may be, accordingly We shall 
live up to them in full, but after minute scrutinization 
of matters involved; this is our right and obligation 
towards the Arab Nation and its sacred cause. 


However, ferocious conspiracies may grow against 
us, a situation which is being currently escalted to 
the highest degrees, in which all the forces of imperia- 
lism and reaction in the area are directly participating, 
including certain Arab forces which we know for sure. 
we will not retreat a bit from our firm internal attitudes, 
revolutionary nationalist horizons which are totally 
consistent with our internal and Arab conduct. We 
profoundly believe in the masses of our country, in 
the Arab masses, in the capability of the liberation and 
progressive forces in every part of the Arab Homeland 
to confront the setback, deal blows to reaction, launch 
struggle against imperialism and march with firm steps 
on the thorny thoroughfare of liberation. The thorou- 
ghfare shall inevitably be crowned by triumph. 
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